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Neek Ending Friday, July 3, 1992 


Radio Address to the Nation on a “GI 
Bill” for Children 


June 27, 1992 


Today I'd like to speak with you about a 
subject close to the heart of every American: 
the education of our children. You might not 
know it to read the morning paper or watch 
the evening news, but there’s a revolution 
going on in our country, a revolution with 
a single aim: To make American schools the 
best in the world. 

This week, I proposed a giant step forward 
in that revolution. I sent to Congress legisla- 
tion authorizing $500 million to he Ip States 
and communities give children from middle- 
and low-income families a $1,000 scholar- 
ship. And here’s the crucial part, families will 
be allowed to spend this money at any school 
of their choice, whether that school is public, 
private, or religious. This proposal is in the 
greatest American tradition. 

Forty-eight years ago this week, President 
Roosevelt signed the GI bill creating scholar- 
ships that veterans could use at any college, 
any college of their choice. The GI bill cre- 
ated opportunity for Americans who never 
would have had it. And in so doing, it helped 
to create the best system of colleges and uni- 
versities in the world. And we can do it again, 
this time with a “GI bill” for children, help- 
ing State and local governments create the 
best elementary and secondary schools in the 
world. 

My proposal is based on a few fun- 
damental truths. I believe that parents are 
their children’s first teachers. Parents, not 
bureaucrats, know what’s best for their chil- 
dren. Parents, not the Government, should 
choose their children’s schools. For too long 
we've shielded schools from competition, al- 
lowed them a damaging monopoly power 
over our children. This monopoly turns stu- 
dents into statistics and parents into pawns. 


Let’s be clear about who’s hurt most by 
the present system. It’s not the wealthy; they 
can already afford to send their children to 
whichever school they choose. The “GI bill” 
for children will give low- and middle-in- 
come families more of those choices, wheth- 
er it’s the public school down the street or 
across town, whether it’s a parochial or Ye- 
shiva or Bible school. Parents should be able 
to decide which school will provide the best 
education for their kids. By injecting com- 
petition into our education system, by allow- 
ing parents to choose their children’s schools, 
we can break the monopoly, provide the cata- 
lyst to open up opportunities for our kids and 
create genuine change in our schools. 

Abraham Lincoln said, “Revolutions do 
not go backward.” And all across the country, 
from Pennsylvania to California, from San 
Antonio to Indianapolis, the school choice 
revolution is gaining steam. 

I met with many leaders of that movement 
at the White House this week. They are the 
true heroes of school reform. They aren’t 
afraid to stand up to the status quo, to say 
loud and clear that when it comes to educat- 
ing our kids, business as usual just is not good 
enough. And I'm proud to stand at their side. 

The protectors of the status quo should 
understand this revolution will succeed with 
or without their help. We will create the fin- 
est schools for our children and grand- 
children. And we will do it by restoring to 
education the truest American principles: 
freedom and opportunity and choice. 

Thank you for listening. And may God 
bless the United States of America. 


Note: This address was recorded at 8 a.m. 
on June 26 in the Cabinet Room at the White 
House for broadcast after 9 a.m. on June 27. 
A tape was not available for verification of 
the content of this address. 
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Remarks at the Dedication 
Ceremony for the Drug 
Enforcement Administration’s New 
York Field Division Office in New 
York City 


June 29, 1992 


Thank you all very, very much. Thank you 
for the welcome back. And may I return 
those kind words by saying that I think we 
have an Attorney General, came in at a com- 
wegen time and is doing a superb job for 
aw enforcement. And it’s a joy working with 
Bill Barr. I want to salute another with us 
today, Bob Martinez, the former Governor. 
He and I started working when he was the 
Governor of the State of Florida. We 
interacted then mainly on the interdiction 
side of this drug war. And I have great con- 
fidence in the job he’s doing as our drug czar. 

I want to say to our friend Dave Dinkins, 
the illustrious Mayor of the city, that I am 


very grateful to you, sir, for being with us 
today, for the kind comments you made 
about our collective efforts to win this battle; 
to salute you for what our people tell me 
has been outstanding cooperation from the 


New York Police. You deserve a vote of 
thanks for that, and I am very proud once 
again to be at your side. 

May I salute Rob Bonner, who is our head 
of DEA. I hope that most of you that work 
with DEA have had the opportunity to meet 
him. He is dedicated, and again, I’m grateful 
that he’s heading this very, very important 
Agency. Mr. Austin is here, Dick Austin of 
GSA. We're saluting a facility that I guess 
most of you have moved into a little before 
now. But it shows what can be done in these 
unique times, innovating from within and 
having the results be rather spectacular. Al 
DelliBovi is here. He’s from HUD, our num- 
ber two man there, doing a great job in the 
housing field. I thought I saw him. Oh, he’s 
hiding way in the back over here. 

May I salute, also, another man that I re- 
spect, Lee Brown. We trained him well in 
Houston, Texas, and look at him now. Here 
he is—[{laughter|—here he is, doing a great 
job for New York and, I think, for all the 
people in the country. Monsignor O’Brien, 
I know of your work, sir, and thank you for 
putting it in focus with that wonderful invo- 
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cation. To Bob Bryden, I got well-briefed 
coming up here on the effectiveness of this 
office, something that I'd learned from my 
own visit here a few years ago. But I salute 
you, sir, and I guess even more important, 
the day-in and day-out work of those people 
that work with you and for you here, a dedi- 
cated group. I guess there’s no way that a 
President can adequately say thanks to those 
who put their lives on the line day-in and 
day-out for the young people and the families 
of this Nation. We are grateful to each and 
every one of you. And I’m pleased to be here. 

You know, we meet at the end of a hectic 
month. Boris Yeltsin was in town just a week 
ago. He asked if I still thought that the day 
of the dictator was over, and I said I did. 
And he said, “Well, so who is. this 
Steinbrenner that I keep hearing about up 
there?” [Laughter] It’s good to be back in 
New York, I'll tell you. 

But you know the message. I think it’s a 
message that all of you can identify with. All 
Americans want families that are strong and 
united. All Americans want good schools and 
a job-creating economy and a world at peace. 
But all of this ties into your work because 
all Americans want neighborhoods that are 
safe, rejecting those who soft-pedal the need 
to be hard on crime. Some say that there 
are reasons that crime occur, and I’m sure 
that you can make a case for that. But I say 
there is never an excuse not to seek justice 
through the American system of law. And no- 
where is this need clearer than this war that 
you all are engaged in, the war on drugs, a 
war this new office of DEA can help fight 
and win. 

I was at that old DEA New York office 
in the spring of 1989, after the brutal murder 
of Agent Hatcher. And you know, in 
everybody’s life there are events that make 
an impact on you. I'll never forget that one. 
It was brought home to me so clearly, the 
personal sacrifice and sometimes the per- 
sonal suffering that goes with this fight 
against drugs. It was a sad occasion. And I 
tried to make clear then, and I repeat now, 
that we will win this war against drugs. As 
long as one American is hooked on drugs, 
that’s one too many. And so we must stop 
drug use, not someplace, not sometime, but 
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all across our country, now or as soon as pos- 
sible. 

And that’s why—Bill Barr alluded to this— 
that’s why the Federal budget for fiscal ’93 
calls for $12 billion for our national drug con- 
trol strategy. That’s $12 billion, nearly double 
the amount when we came into office in 
1989. And the strategy does set ambitious 
goals. We hoped—and these goals were set 
with the advice of many people here, some 
previously in the DEA and others with it now 
and with Justice—to cut overall drug use by 
10 percent. That’s what we set as a goal. 
Well, we surpassed that target. We wanted 
to slash occasional cocaine use by 10 percent; 
it went down 29. Adolescent cocaine use, the 
goal was 30-percent decrease, and I’m 
pleased to tell you that it’s down by about 
60 percent. 

We've begun well, you might say; but 
we've only just begun. Look at Bedford Stuy 
or other communities across the country, the 
suburbs of any city, the broken canyons of 
Los Angeles, and there you'll see some of 
more than 12 million Americans who cur- 
rently still use drugs and the 1.9 million of 
them who still use cocaine. We are not mak- 
ing the progress that we want to in this ad- 
dictive group; younger than the teenagers, 
but certainly not old enough to be retired 
in any way. And we must make more progress 
there. Worse, more than 1.3 million of our 
kids do use drugs. And I grieve for these fam- 
ilies and these kids. 

While Federal funding can help, it cer- 
tainly, it alone, is not enough. And that’s why 
this antidrug campaign includes community 
action led by effective treatment, Federal, 
State, and local, to reduce drug use in our 
neighborhoods and schools. We also need 
prevention through widespread education. 
And we need business and labor and our 
families and schools to stop the drugs that 
lead to the death and bondage, drugs that 
really declare open season on the innocent. 

Next comes perhaps the most crucial part 
of the crusade, law enforcement. The DEA 
New York Field Division seized more than 
$234 million in criminal assets in one year, 
in fiscal year 1991. And you know that a 
country that refused to allow totalitarians of 
the right and of the left to enslave the world 
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will never allow the evil purveyors of drugs 
to enslave America. 

And let me tell you something: Every time 
law enforcement officials come to the White 
House, I think: How can we better support 
them? And so by January Ist we will have 
50 percent more Federal prosecutors than 
in 1988. We've also reauthorized the 1984 
Victims of Crime Act and boosted its annual 
crime victims fund to $150 million. Now, 
these dollars did not come from taxpayers 
but from the criminals’ fines and penalties. 
After all, crime shouldn’t pay; criminals 
should. And so we’ve moved to punish career 
criminals under the Federal Armed Career 
Criminal Act. No seasoned criminal should 
walk free because we didn’t take the law and 
our law enforcement officers seriously. 

Our administration has proposed $15.8 bil- 
lion for anticrime policies for fiscal 93. And 
that’s up 59 percent in 4 years. And yet, 
progress made is certainly not mission ac- 
complished. Let’s back up these law enforce- 
ment officials with laws that are fair, fast, and 
final. 

You know what I’m talking about. Fair: 
When good cops act in good faith to nail 
cada those criminals should not go free 
because of some exclusionary rule mah sad 
ity. Fast: We need habeas corpus reforms to 
stop the frivolous appeals choking our courts. 
Crime’s victims must not suffer twice, once 
when they're victimized by the criminal and 
again when some liberal judge allows crimi- 
nals to escape scot-free through some new 
loophole in the law. We also need laws that 
are final. I think my position is well-known 
on this, and I have no trouble defending it. 
For anyone who kills a law enforcement offi- 
cer, no — is too tough. When drug king- 
pins inflict the ultimate evil on society, soci- 
ety demands that the ultimate penalty be in- 
flicted on them. 

Some say that legalization of drugs is the 
answer to drugs. And to that I say that we 
must never wave the white flag of surrender 
at the white scourge of cocaine. 

So today I am again asking the United 
States Congress to pass crime legislation 
based on three principles: If criminals com- 
mit crimes, they'll be caught—more law en- 
forcement support. If caught, they will be 
tried—more judges, more rapid going 
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through the courts. And if convicted, they 
will be punished—not let them out on loop- 
holes. We need a crime bill which strength 
ens, not weakens, our ability to uphold the 
laws, a crime bill like the “Crime Control 
Act of 1992.” So let’s pass this legislation and 
salute those who risk their lives to save ours. 

And above all, let’s remember this: To take 
back our streets we need to take criminals 
off the streets and put them behind bars for 
a long, long time. And in the past 4 years, 
over half a billion dollars in drug forfeiture 
money alone has been used to build prisons. 
And we need more, more prisons. In particu- 
lar, our States need more prisons. Because 
for some career criminals, the iron bars of 
prison are the only bar against crime. 

So, let me close with words from the heart 
about where and with whom I stand. I stand 
with those who fight criminals. Your work 
is not a 9-to-5 job with long lunches and 
friendly chats around some water cooler. It 
is filled with danger and fear. And I had two 
wonderful briefings on some of the complex- 
ities of this work when I arrived here this 
morning. It’s not knowing whether you'll end 
your shift going home in a car or to the emer- 
gency room in an ambulance. 

And let me just add something: I also stand 
against those who use films or records or tel- 
evision or video games to glorify killing law 
enforcement officers. It is sick. It is wrong 
for any company, I don’t care how noble the 
name of the company, it is wrong for any 
company to issue records that approve of kill- 
ing law enforcement officers. 

And so I am delighted to be here to salute 
the greatest freedom fighters any Nation 
could have, people who provide freedom 
from violence and freedom from drugs and 
freedom from fear. They're offering hope to 
every family across our country. And in that 
spirit, I am now truly honored to open the 
New York Field Division Office of the DEA. 
And again, especially to all who work out 
there on the front lines, may God bless you 
in your noble work. 


Thank you very, very much. 


Note: The President spoke at 10:53 a.m. in 
the conference room at the DEA New York 
Field Division Office. In his remarks, he re- 
ferred to Lee P. Brown, commissioner of the 
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New York City Police Department; Msgr. 
William B. O’Brien, president of the Daytop 
Village drug treatment facility; Robert A. 
Bryden, Special Agent in Charge, DEA New 
York Field Division; and DEA Special Agent 
Everett E. Hatcher, who was killed in the 
line of duty on February 28, 1989. 


Remarks at a Fundraising Luncheon 
for Senator Alfonse M. D’Amato in 
New York City 


June 29, 1992 


Thank you all so much. And Charlie, thank 
you, Ambassador, for that very, very gener- 
ous introduction. And let me just thank all 
responsible for this highly successful lunch. 
I want to salute our two Members of Con- 
gress here today, Senator Pressler and Norm 
Lent; I’ll get to the third in a minute. Chair- 
man Rich Bond—if you want to get a guy 
to do a big national job, get someone from 
New York; and Rich is doing just that as 
chairman of the Republican National Com- 
mittee. 

I want to salute our new committeeman, 
Joe Mandello; glad Joe’s family could make 
it out there. Bill Powers, our wonderful State 
chairman who’s taking them on up there and 
winning more than his share, for all of us, 
I might add. And David Brewer, Doug Bar- 
clay, Jack Hennessy, heading up our cam- 
paign efforts and doing such a superb job 
in this fundraising. Another salute to Roy 
Goodman, an old friend down here, the State 
Senator. And Michael Long, let me just say, 
Mike, how grateful I am to you and the oth- 
ers in the Conservative Party. What that 
means is that with your help and now with 
the help of everybody across this State, New 
York is not only in play as a key targeted 
State for the Republicans, it is a State we 
will win. And this is a very important en- 
dorsement. 

May I thank Yung Soo Yoo and Rabbi Mil- 
ton Balkany for their introduction as well and 
their saluting us at the beginning of this pro- 
gram. 

And now I’m here today to salute a great 
leader, a force for good, a titan of politics, 
Mama D’Amato. I think Al's learned a thing 
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or two from Mama, things like getting it 
done, making waves, taking them on, and 
winning. And that’s exactly what he’s going 
to do this fall. But I’ve seen it in Washington, 
and when Al takes them on, the rest of them 
take cover. 

Voters are frustrated, and they're tired of 
the status quo, and they're calling for change. 
But they also know that there’s a flip side 
to change, and it is called trust, trust to make 
the right decisions and to block the wrong 
ones. I believe that we have the values, I 
believe we have the record that entitles us 
to take our case to the American people and 
win 4 more years in the White House and 
6 more for Al in the Senate. 

Our values are right. When we talk about 
family values, I’m thinking of what those 
mayors came to tell me. Liberals and con- 
servative, Democrats and Republicans from 
the mayors came to see me, and they said 
the biggest problem in the cities is the de- 
cline of the American family. And we are the 
party that’s trying to strengthen the Amer- 
ican family through choice and opportunity. 

I appreciated what Al said about changing 
the world. And I do believe that thanks to 
my predecessor, thanks to our administra- 
tion, there have been fundamental changes 
in the world. Eastern Europe is free; Ger- 
many is united; the international communism 
as we know it is dead. Ancient enemies are 
sitting talking to each other in the Middle 
East. Democracy is on the move south of 
our borders. And we have a fantastic record 
of standing up against aggression. And don’t 
let the revisionists try to tell you that Desert 
Storm was bad; it was a tremendous success, 
and we are not going to let them alter the 
record. 

I notice these signs, and let me simply say 
that, look, the Israeli elections underscore 
the dynamism of the Mideast’s solitary de- 
mocracy. They point out the dynamism of 
the process. And we are confident that we 
can work with that new Israeli Government 
to deepen our partnership, to promote our 
common objective of peace with security for 
Israel. And I am ft sesh myself to that. 

There’s another thing that we'll take to the 
American people, and you don’t hear it from 
either of the opponents at this Presidential 
level, and I don’t expect Al’s going to hear 
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much about it. But it was under our leader- 
ship that we can now turn to the American 
people, particularly the children, and say, you 
can go to bed at night without that awful, 
deadly fear of nuclear war because of what 
we did in getting rid of these ICBM weapons. 
You listen to those pundits out there and lis- 
ten to the opponents, you wouldn’t think 
there was any responsibilities to the United 
States. We are the undisputed leader of the 
free world, and I don’t care what the critics 
say. I am going to keep on leading for peace 
and democracy around the world. 

And yes, yes, we're going to have some 
savings in defense, but I am not going to cut 
into the muscle of the defense. There are 
still many uncertainties out there, and the 
United States, in order to lead, must remain 
strong. Al has known that; Al has stood up 
against criticism on behalf of that principle. 
And I am convinced that we can keep our 
security strong so we can guarantee for the 
generations that come futures of peace and 
opportunity. 

Some people say to me, “Hey, how come 
you can’t bring the same kind of purpose and 
success to the domestic scene as you did in 
Desert Storm and Desert Shield?” And the 
fair answer to that is, we can. But when it 
came to going into Desert Storm, I didn’t 
have to call one of the Senators entrenched 
on the Democratic side, one of the liberals, 
and get his permission. I did not have to 
stand up and watch everything I’m trying to 
do get blocked by the Senate. We moved, 
and then they came along. That is what we 
need in the Congress, and the way to get 
that is to give us more people like Al 
D’Amato and Terrence Pressler and Norman 
Lent and to get control of the Congress. 

For 35 years, one party has controlled the 
House of Representatives. For 29 of the last 
35, one party has controlled the United 
States Senate. We tried it with a Democratic 
President and a Democratic Congress, and 
we got the worst interest rates, the worst mis- 
ery index in the history of this country. What 
hasn’t been tried and what we’re going to 
take to the people in the fall is this: Give 
us a Republican President, a Republican 
Senate, and a Republican House, and we can 
give you the values that you want. 
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We've gotten some things done early in 
the es sa A child care bill that says: 
Isn’t it better for the parents to choose how 
to have child care rather than have some 
Government bureaucracy? We've passed the 
foremost, far-looking, far forward-looking 
piece of civil rights legislation in the Ameri- 
cans for Disabilities Act that said: Let’s give 
these people a chance; let them fit in. Give 
them an opportunity, not have some Govern- 
ment program out here to keep the people 
with disabilities isolated. We passed a Clean 
Air Act that used market forces, harnesses 
market forces for a cleaner environment. 

But so much that we’re trying to do, 
whether it’s school choice or whether it’s in- 
centives for this economy, are being blocked 
by the United States Congress. And they con- 
trol it; the Democrats control it. And I be- 
lieve that the American people, in their quest 
for change, are going to say: Let’s try some- 
thing that hasn’t been done in 35 years; let’s 
get a Republican Congress to back up this 
Republican President. 

Sometimes the only time you can get 
something to happen down there is standing 
up against bad legislation. And I want to take 
this opportunity to thank our distinguished 
honoree, Al D’Amato, today for helping me 
with this veto record. The score is: Bush 30, 
Congress 0, on the veto. And we're going to 
keep on beating back bad legislation until we 
get good legislation. 

Let me just click off a couple of our major 
initiatives. One of them is health care reform. 
It is not right that families go to bed wonder- 
ing whether they’re going to have any protec- 
tion against illness. We have put forward on 
the Capitol Hill now, it’s before the Con- 
gress, a new health care reform program that 
says we will make insurance available to ev- 
erybody, the poorest of the poor, through a 
voucher system. We will revise and get rid 
of these awful malpractice suits by changing 
and getting some legal reform for this coun- 
try. We’re suing each other too much and 
caring for each other too little. So we've got 
a good, strong, health care proposal, and it 
doesn’t do like some of these foreign coun- 
tries or what some of the liberal Democrats 
want to do. It does not socialize medicine. 
It does not break every small business. It of- 
fers insurance to others, everybody. And it 
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says we will maintain the quality of U.S. 
health care. It is the best in the world, and 
we are not going to diminish it by putting 
the Government in charge of our health care. 

Another one is free trade. We stand proud- 
ly for free trade. And we're taking a hammer- 
ing in some quarters. Election year is coming 
up; everybody is out pledging to this special 
interest, this protection or that protection. 
But let me tell you something: I am going 
to keep on fighting until we get a successful 
conclusion to the Uruguay round of GATT, 
and I am going to keep on fighting until we 
get a North American free trade agreement 
because that means jobs for the American 
worker. I am for free trade, not for protec- 
tion, and we've got to keep fighting for those 
principles. 

Another one is education reform. Mike 
talked about it, and Al D’Amato mentioned 
it. We've got a good program; it’s not just 
another Government program. It’s called 
America 2000. It literally revolutionizes the 
way we educate the kids from K to 12. We 
have the best university system in the world; 
we have the best quality education at that 
level. But what we don’t have is the proper 
quality at those lower areas of education. And 
so our program says: Keep it close to the fam- 
ily, keep it close to the locality and the com- 
munity, but literally revolutionize it. We’ve 
got a good, strong program to take, and Al 
is right. Our “GI bill” says this: Give the par- 
ents a choice. Give the family the same op- 
portunity to choose those schools, religious, 

rivate, or public that we all got, the old guys 

ere got when we got the GI bill right after 
World War II. It worked for the universities; 
it can work at the local level. What’s wrong 
with letting the parents choose and giving 
them that opportunity? 

We've got a great disagreement with the 
liberal Democrats on another one. I am fight- 
ing at every turn to do better on the deficit. 
The other day we had a vote in the Congress 
on a means to discipline the executive branch 
and discipline the United States Congress 
Not a cure-all, but it was something that 80 
percent of the American people want. It was 
victimized and brutalized and beaten back 
by that entrenched liberal Democrat leader- 
| that wouldn’t stand up against the spe- 


cial interests. I will continue to fight for a 
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balanced budget amendment to discipline us 
all in Washington, DC. 


And while we're at it—and I heard a nice 
endorsement of this by the Democratic 
nominee, potential Democratic nominee for 
President—I think it’s about time to give the 
President what 43 Governors have. If they 
can’t do it up there with the liberals that con- 
trol these committees, give the President a 
chance. Give me that line-item veto, and let's 
see if we can’t do better on the spending 
side. 


In conclusion, let me say this: This has 
been a weird political year, I’m talking 
strange, and I’ve been in politics half my 
adult life, half of it in private business. It 
has been the strangest year I have ever seen. 
I think most people would agree with that. 
But in the final analysis, the American people 
are going to say this: Who has the tem- 
perament to lead this country? Who has the 
steadiness when the going gets really tough 
to make the proper decision? Who has the 
beliefs when it comes to the innate strength 
of American society, the family, the family 
values? Who has the will to fight for those 
values? Who has the demonstrated leader- 
ship to keep the peace and enhance it by 
helping democracy and freedom around the 
world? And who has the best program to 
stimulate the economy by getting jobs and 
es moving by encouraging less reg- 
ulation and by stimulating the investment tax 
credit and cutting the capital gains and 
changing the IRA’s and doing all the things 
we should have done months ago to give the 
working man and woman an opportunity? 


I believe we have not only the ee 


but I hope I have the integrity and that sense 
of honor about the United States to ask the 
American people: Give me 4 more years. 
Give Al D’Amato 6 more years. Give us more 
company on the House and in the Senate, 
and watch us get that job done. I cannot wait 
until the middle of August—right now I’m 
in a nonpolitical mode. [Laughter] But I can- 
not wait until the mtd of August when I 
get unfettered and say, all right, now the time 
has come to take this case to the American 
people. Not just to go after the other guys— 
although I’m a little bit tired of hearing my 
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name get criticized by five Democrats all 
spring long, and now some Independent 
comes charging out with nothing but criti- 
cism. I’m ready to take them on when we 
get to August. And what happens here is this 
kind of arrangement will make us have a 
much better chance of taking them on, on 
our terms. Let them see if they can take the 
heat because I am going to dish it out and 
take the Republican record to the American 
people, and we are going to win in Novem- 


ber. 
Thank you very, very much. 


Note: The President spoke at 1:15 p.m. in 
the Grand Ballroom at the New York Hilton 
Hotel. In his remarks, he referred to Charles 
Gargano, former ambassador to Trinidad 
and Tobago; Joe Mandello, chairman, Nassau 
County Republican Party; David Brewer, 
vice chairman, fundraising luncheon; Doug- 
las Barclay, New York State chairman, Bush- 
Quayle ’92; Jack Hennessy, New York State 
finance chairman, Bush-Quayle ’92; Michael 
Long, chairman, New York State Conserv- 
ative Party; Yung Soo Yoo, general chairman, 
fundraising luncheon, who gave the Pledge 
of Allegiance; and Rabbi Yehoshua Balkany, 
dean of Yeshiva Bais Yaakov of Brooklyn, 
who gave the invocation. 


Siatement on the Supreme Court 
Decision on Abortion 


June 29, 1992 


I am pleased with the Supreme Court’s 
decision upholding most of Pennsylvania’s 
reasonable restrictions on abortion, such as 
the requirement that a teenager seek her par- 
ent’s consent before obtaining an abortion. 
The Pennsylvania law supports family values 
in what is perhaps the most difficult question 
a family can confront. 

My own position on abortion is well-known 
and remains unchanged. I oppose abortion 
in all cases except rape or incest or where 
the life of the mother is at stake. 
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be ee pe mae Session With 
e Michigan Law Enforcement 
Community in Detroit, Michigan 
June 29, 1992 


Q. Mr. President, I have the privilege of 
not only introducing you, but also to ask the 
first question. I would like, sir, as most of 
us have a feeling that drugs is the common 
denominator of most of the violent crime we 
have in our society, could you please com- 
ment on the relative success of your war on 
drugs? 

The President. That’s what we call a slow 
ball, in a way, in the trade. But first, let me 
just thank Brooks and thank all of you. I un- 
derstand people have come from all across 
the State. 

On the war on drugs: One, it’s priority; 
two, it’s not without major progress. The 
major progress lies in the a we 0 of the 
amount of cocaine being used by teenagers, 
and this is very good. We set the goal, I be- 
lieve it was, at 20 percent. And it’s down 60 
percent. Where we're not making the 
progress we should—and I’m sure every one 
of you runs into it in one way or another— 
is in that age group of 35, these addicted 
users. It’s extraordinarily difficult. And our 
war on drugs under Governor Bob Martinez, 
but working cooperatively with the local 
level, must do better in that area. 

We're doing pretty well in interdiction. 
We've got a broader cooperation, broader 
use of our military, a stronger cooperation 
from the Presidents of the countries south 
of our border. Mexico is doing much better. 
There’s been some differences, but mainly 
we're getting good cooperation there. The 
Colombians have been very, very good in 
terms of cooperation. We're having some dif- 
ficulties in Peru that have not been enhanced 
by the recent change down there. But gen- 
erally speaking, cooperation is better. One 
of the things I’m trying to do with them, the 
leaders south of the border, is say, “Look, 
we know that you feel that if it weren’t for 
us you wouldn’t have the problems of the 
drug cartels, the narco-traffickers. But we 
also should tell you we are doing as much 
as we can and will do everything we can on 
the demand side of the equation.” 
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So we've got to keep pushing to reduce 
demand in this country. Our educational pro- 
grams are doing better. Incidentally, it will 
not be solved at the Federal level. You've 
got to have cooperation in all of what we call 
the Points of Light, but also the work that 
you all do with the kids in the communities. 

So I'd say I’m proud of the record. The 
funding, Federal funding, is way up, way up. 
I think the last figure was $9 billion or some- 
thing of that nature for the drug war. But 
I wish I could certify to the American people 
that the job was done. It’s not, and we've 
just got to keep pushing. 

One of the things we'd like to see passed, 
and maybe I'll get a question on it, is to get 
our crime bill, which is tough on the criminal, 
more compassionate for the victim of crime, 
get that through the Congress. And we sim- 
ply have not been able to do it. It would be 
tougher on the death penalty, tougher on ha- 
beas corpus reform, tougher on the exclu- 
sionary rule reform. And we're hung up in 
the old thinkers in the Judiciary Committee, 
particularly of the House of Representatives. 
So we've got a ways to go there. 

Who else? 

Q. This past week I was with 35 other top 
police administrators in the country and 
spent the week discussing issues of violence 
in the country. Now, we all know in the pro- 
fession that violence is not merely a law en- 
forcement problem; it’s a problem for soci- 
ety. The Governor in this State has proposed 
some sweeping changes in education and 
some changes that will improve the economy 
in this State. I know this is a question that’s 
very difficult to answer, but briefly, can you 
tell us what your prescription is for reducing 
violence in the country? 

The President. One of the things that— 
and I guess politicians should be careful, but 
I don’t dick x00 need to be too careful— 
I am very much concerned with the content 
of some of the filth and some of the portray- 
als that go into the families, into the living 
rooms through the television. I don’t think 
we can censor. They've got to be very careful 
about censorship. But this morning at a DEA 
opening of the new DEA building, I spoke 
out against some of these rap songs that 
speak out and talk about killing law enforce- 


ment officers. I mean, I just think that good 
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taste and decent people ought to know better 
than to permit those things to be aired across 
our country. I think that’s one area that we 
can be extraordinarily helpful. 

Another, we've got to do better in the 
whole education front, and that ties in. I 
don’t think you’re going to legislate violence 
away. 

Then the third answer I'd give is pass 
strong legislation at the Federal level that 
backs up the law enforcement officers. I 
think that will send as strong a message to 
criminals as you possibly can. But I know no 
better deterrent than tough sentencing and 
having the penalty fit the crime, and so we’re 
working for that on our crime bill. But then 
it’s got to be more than that. It’s got to be 
common sense in programming. It’s got to 
be families intervening to see that they give 
the kids the advantage of an education at 
home. 

I know we talk about family values, and 
I am reminded that the mayors from the Na- 
tional League of Cities came to see me. The 
mayors, liberal mayors, conservatives, Re- 
publicans, Democrats, nonpartisan, and they 
said that the single biggest cause of the prob- 
lems facing the urban area was the decline 
in the American family. And that gets to your 
question about violence. So we’ve now got 
a Commission, headed by the Governor of 
Missouri, to try to find ways through legisla- 
tion to strengthen the family. It might be 
welfare reform. It might be examining every 
piece of legislation to see that there’s no in- 
centive for husband and wife to live apart. 
There’s things that I think we can do legisla- 
tively there. But it’s got to also get back to 
values that kids are taught, taught at home 
and taught in the school. So that’s a com- 
bination of ways of looking at it. 

Q. When you talk about family values, one 
of the things that we're really concerned 
about in the northwest portion of our State 
is not only the drug problem but more impor- 
tantly the alcohol problem as probably the 
most abused drug. In 1968, we took cigarette 
advertising off the television airwaves of our 
country. And we have seen a drastic decline 
in the use of tobacco products until, virtually, 
they say by the year 2000 we may be almost 
a smokeless society. Is there any chance that 
we can get alcohol advertising off television 
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nationally and stop brainwashing our chil- 
dren from the time they’re old enough to 
comprehend? 

The President. I think some alcohol is off 
the airwaves, and I think what the beer peo- 
ple have undertaken now are a lot of public 
service advertisements on alternate drivers, 
supporting Mothers Against Drunk Driving, 
these kinds of programs. Whether it will be 
ready for Federal legislation, I just don’t 
know. I think right now it would be very dif- 
ficult to pass that. And I'd like to see the 
success of the educational campaigns before 
we go to some total ban on all alcoholic bev- 
erage. I do believe that the media themselves 
have policed pretty well the hard liquor. 

Q. What are you doing to have the Solici- 
tor General get before the U.S. Supreme 
Court on impact decisions in criminal law? 

The President. Not being a lawyer, you'll 
have to tell me what you mean by an impact 
decision. I’m blessed by not having been to 
law school—{laughter|—some would say it’s 
an enormous handicap, but I don’t know. 
Help. I don’t know what an impact decision 
is, technically. 

Q. The ones that—say, drugs—the one 
that was near and dear to my heart was where 
the Supreme Court allowed our officials to 
kidnap people in Mexico and bring them 
back to try here. How are we getting other 
cases like that before the Supreme Court? 

The President. Our Solicitor General is 
very active in what he brings to the Court. 
I don’t know if there’s a formula on it, but 
the whole emphasis of our administration is 
to support law enforcement. That one caused 
some big problems internationally, as you 
know. But I do think that we’ve got a good 
record of trying to get these, if that’s an im- 
pact decision, an impact decision up for con- 
sideration by the Court. 

But the big point I'd make, and I hope 
this doesn’t sound too political at this non- 
political event, is that we’re trying to appoint 
judges to all levels in the court who will inter- 
pret, not legislate from the bench. And I 
think we’ve got a good record of appointing 
people who prove to be strong for law en- 
forcement because we use that as a standard 
and do not use as a standard, kind of passing 
social legislation from the Federal bench. 
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I know that there’s been some criticism 
of me in the press, but I’m going to continue 
to do that because I believe that’s what a 
judge should do, whether it’s at the district 
level or the circuit court level or certainly 
at the Supreme Court level. 

Q. Regularly, I see the tragic con- 
sequences of young people and guns, espe- 
cially handguns, but often Uzi’s. Is the Fed- 
eral Government going to do anything to try 
to make an effort to slow down the pro- 
liferation of guns, which are apparently avail- 
able to our children on the street for $25 
to $100? 

The President. I don’t favor gun control. 
We did move, as you know, on clip size for 
automatic weapons. We've tried to do some- 
thing about ~ the import of weapons 
come in here. There was a compromise that 
we had almost worked out last year relating 
to—I want to call it “instant identification,” 
which I strongly favor. It’s going to require 
some money. It’s going to require use of 
computers. But I believe the need to do that 
transcends the other argument, which is 
you re violating individuals’ rights. 

So I think we can make progress on some 
areas. I just am reluctant to endorse some- 
thing that would ban private ownership at 
a time when you see States that have very 
strong laws suffering from some of the high- 
est levels of criminal activity with guns. So 
I’ve been more “go after the criminal” than 
it is the gun owner; and yet we have taken 
steps in a three areas I’ve mentioned to 
you. 

Q. Mr. President, for the last few years 
we've been trying to get in Oakland County 
some surplus aircraft for the war on drugs 
and what have you. With the downsizing of 
some of the defense and with Desert Storm 
being over, do you see much in the way of 
Federal property going on the surplus list 
- perhaps local municipalities could pick 
u 

The President. There will be more. How 
much of it will be applicable to the kind of 
local law enforcement needs you spell out, 
I just don’t know. But there will be more, 
obviously. What I’m doing on the defense 
side, I've made substantial cuts in the de- 
fense budget. I also should say to you, 
though, that though we’ve made dramatic 
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strides towards world peace, and one of the 
things I take great pride in is that our team, 
following on my predecessor’s record, have 
been able to do a lot for world peace, saying 
to the young po. for example, you have 
far less to worry about now from nuclear war 
than generations precedent. And that is 
something big, and that is something major. 

And yes, our suggestions for cutting de- 
fense are out ine Gate acted on, and de- 
fense spending is going down. The problem 
almost—and this is off your question, but I 
want to mention it here—is almost the other 
way. Some, recognizing that we've made 
some substantial progress toward world 
peace, are saying almost you don’t need the 
muscle in the defense. And my view is we 
do. We've got to fight for reasonable levels, 
and I'd say prudent levels of defense spend- 
ing. So it won't be as big in the field you 
ask about as some might hope, but I have 
a responsibility as Commander in Chief and 
as President to implement my responsibilities 
for national security. 

We think we’ve found a good formula, and 
we're going to stave off reckless cuts into the 
muscle of our defense. Who knows where 
the next big challenge will come from? I 
don’t believe it will come from a Soviet 
Union back together again. The visit we had 
with Boris Yeltsin, incidentally, was very, very 
rewarding and substantive in that we reached 
agreement to eliminate these major ICBM’s; 
you know, the biggest of the missiles, the So- 
viet side the SS-18’s. Nobody would have 
dreamed that was possible 4 years ago, and 
it is tremendous. And yet people go, “Ho- 
hum, what have you done lately?” So we’ve 
got to stay strong. I don’t think a threat will 
come from there. I do worry about pro- 
liferation. I worry about some of the nuts 
around the world trying to acquire sophisti- 
cated weaponry, missile technology, nuclear 
technology, and all of that. And to guarantee 
all this as best we can—the peace—we've got 
to keep fairly high levels of defense spending. 
And I’m determined that we do just exactly 
that. 

There’s another one that may be con- 
troversial, but I am continuing to fight for 
the “FREEDOM Support Act,” which sup- 
ports, through the international financial in- 
stitutions, the democracy and change in the 
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Soviet Union. We’ve spent trillions of dollars, 
trillions, in defense standing up against the 
monolithic Communist threat, the aggressive 
Communist threat led by the Soviets. That’s 
gone now. I think we have a stake at trying 
to help their democracy, and I think in the 
final analysis that will be very good for the 
American worker. That market is enormous. 
I have a responsibility to fight to get that 
through. And I think it’s like buying an insur- 
ance policy for the future. 

A long answer. You asked me what time 
it is, and I told you how to build a watch. 
But nevertheless. 

Q. I'd like to start by saying we're very 
fortunate to have a President who is pro-law 
enforcement, a Governor who is onion en- 
forcement. And we in the law enforcement 
community have a tendency to ask what 
you're going to do for us. I don’t want to 
steal a Democrat saying, but let me ask once: 
You are having problems with your crime 
package. What can we do in the law enforce- 
ment community? As the sign says, “We're 
working together for safe communities.” 
What can we do in the law enforcement com- 
munity to better help you help us in terms 
of getting that legislation passed as well as 
other things? 

The President. Well, the election can 
help, because I think it'll be very clear. We'll 
have big differences in terms of supporting 
crime legislation. 

But I think the thing to do is for those 
who say they’re for law enforcement in the 
Congress, come home and talk one way, to 
try to assure as law enforcement officials that 
they vote the same way in Washington. Now, 
the reason I say that is, I was out in California 
before the primary. I heard two or three 
Congress peo le running for Congress—no- 
tice the cod “people” I used there, Con- 
gress people, so I leave out—finger what 
gender it was—campaigning as the great 
champions of strong law enforcement action, 
strong legislation. And yet I know, and they 
knew I knew, that they were voting against 
our strong crime package. 

Now, I can see where you might want to 
change it. I can see where what the judge 
said, some people might want to have some- 
thing in there on it. But you can tell from 
a voting record whether somebody is pro- 
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law enforcement, backing up the cops, back- 
ing up the victims of crime—there’s victims- 
of-crime legislation—or whether it’s all rhet- 
oric. And so I think you who are experts in 
the field and are laying your lives on the line 
for us—and that’s the way I look at law en- 
forcement—you ought to be darn sure that 
you pin down those who want to represent 
you on this all-important question. And let 
them be honest enough if they have a dif- 
ference on handguns or something. 

But nevertheless, there’s a thrust to legisla- 
tion: Is it pro-law enforcement and tougher 
on the criminal, or is it the other way around? 
The Senate, for example, watered down to 
a fare-thee-well a strong crime bill that we 
had in the Senate. They passed a better one 
last year, and then this year they've softened 
it up. And so I think you, more than most, 
will be in a position to get the various can- 
didates on the record, and then hopefully, 
if they’re elected, to see that they do what 
they said they'd do on it. 

So, that’s about all I know to do. 

Q. Mr. President, one last question. 

The President. I’m just getting warmed 
up here. Sir. 

Q. Thanks, Mr. President. One thing I 
wanted to do is to possibly make a very short 
statement that the recent police-bashing 
that’s going on in the media has been a very 
difficult thing for us. And I would just like 
to pass along that I know that with the history 
in the media recently of brutality and what 
have you, I know that there’s an important 
sensitivity that we have to have for the com- 
munity and for the defendant. But yet, I'd 
like to not throw the baby out with the bath 
water. I ask that at every opportunity the po- 
liticos have, sir, to please stand up for us ol 
cause the bashing really is making it difficult 
for our men and women to go out and do 
a good job day after day. 

The President. Let me comment on what 
the lieutenant says, because he puts his finger 
on a very important point. When there’s ex- 
cess, when there’s brutality, fix it, get it cor- 
rected right now—training, whatever it is. 
But I agree with you. And in Los Angeles, 
I made it a point to ge talk to the LAPD, 
to go to the sheriffs headquarters there to 
make sure that they knew that I was support- 


ive of law enforcement per se. And I do get 
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a sense—there’s a lot of programming of kind 
of the corrupt law enforcement person, and 
that has a way of subtly undermining people’s 
confidence in this country. 

So I have no hesitancy in speaking out, 
always, in favor of law enforcement. But you 
deserve more than that, you deserve to get 
backed up by the legislation as well. But it’s 
a good pe | and a good point you raise. 
I hope that nobody in our administration is 
overreacting to scenes of brutality that turn 
a lot of people off or painting with so broad 
a brush that the tent 2 eds and thousands of 
people that are risking their lives for the 
American people get diminished in their 
service by something of that nature. 

So we are going to continue to push for 
the public backing of our law enforcement 
community, the police, the sheriffs, whoever 
else it is; continue working with the courts 
by getting people on the bench who share 
this view that law enforcement is very impor- 
tant in the communities; try to do more em- 
phasis on what we call the Points of Light, 
and that is putting the spotlight on the many 
things that police in their communities do 
to help others. I think of the D.A.R.E. pro- 
gram and the antidrugs as just one facet of 
your support for community activities, and 
it’s thousands of fold where that takes place. 
So we've got to continue to support that, sup- 
port that concept of voluntarism that I think 
the police in this country epitomize and dem- 
onstrate. 

So I hear what you say. And I know the 
Governor—he and I have talked about this— 
he feels strongly about that here in the State 
of Michigan, and I can tell you I do nation- 
ally. 

= since Brooks is throwing us out— 
and I was just getting warmed up. 

Q. Maybe 5 more minutes. 

The President. Five more minutes. All 
right. That’s always what gets you in trouble. 
Got some back here? Go ahead, sir. 

Q. Good evening. With the most recent 
events in Los Angeles and with the most re- 
cent attention in Congress, is there goin 
be more of a commitment of Feder ‘olla ars 
and resources to urban areas, such as not only 
Los Angeles but Detroit, of resources? 

The President. That’s a good question. 
And the answer is, I hope so. I went to Los 
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Angeles, went to the community. Democrats, 
Republicans, liberals, conservative, men, 
women, all said that what was needed then— 
and let me add one other name, Peter 
Ueberroth who has taken on the job to bring 
private-sector jobs to the repoige in Los 
Angeles—all of them, every one of them, in- 
cluding the black mayors organization, said, 
“What do we need? We need enterprise 
zones in these communities with zero capital 
gains base to bring jobs immediately to the 
communities.” That is hung up in a big, long 
debate now in the Congress. 

We were able to get summer job money 
through, $500 million additional. We were 
able to get the SBA and the FEMA money 
replenished so we'll be able to take care of 
the small business loans and all of that in 
the various communities. But I am not satis- 
fied. 

And our whole concept of enterprise 
zones, of homeownership we think would be 
of enormous benefit for the cities. And we’re 
going to keep on pressing for this whole 
package—those aren’t the only elements in 
it—that we think will help the cities. 

I don’t know, I can’t make a prediction 
for you at this point as to what will happen. 
There’s another program, and I would urge 
you to look at it if you’re not familiar with 
it, called “Weed and Seed.” And the concept 
is weed out the criminal, back up the law 
enforcement people. And there’s good, spe- 
cific things in the “Weed and Seed” proposal 
that will help back law enforcement. And 
then the seeding aspect of it has some 20 
areas that funding will go to, to help seeding 
hope and opportunity in the communities. 

Now that one is hung up, too, in the Con- 
gress. We're not giving up and I hope we 
can get those proposals through the Con- 
gress. We're in a fight sometimes because 
I do have a responsibility to try to do some- 
thing about these enormous Federal deficits. 
And once in a while, some say, “Hey, you 
think it’s worth $500 million? Let me give 
you $2 billion.” And that’s where I get onto 
the side of having to say no. 

But I think we can do better. And I think 
some of these ideas I mentioned have strong 
support, and that means they will get 
through, hopefully before the end of July. 
The bill we passed the other day and was 
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signed will help. But it’s not near as much 
as we should be doing for these cities. I think 
we still have a good chance. 

Q. Mr. President, what precipitated the 
Rodney King incident was a police chase. 
And I think that’s a question that we'd all 
like answered today, if there was something 
we could do—we’re kind of at a quandary 
on police chases. Our policies and proce- 
dures, we definitely look into every one we 
can have. But however, lawsuits, it seems like 
is costing the cities, the townships, and vil- 
lages millions of dollars in lawsuits in police 
chases. We can’t, apparently, seem to get our 
legislators to make up their minds one way 
or the other, either tell us to chase or not 
to chase. But I’d like to know if there would 
be any Federal legislation at all that could 
put a possible cap on lawsuits? 

The President. The answer is, if I had my 
way, yes. And I don’t have my way yet. But 
we have legislation before the Congress to 
cap some of these suits, whether it’s mal- 
eee for doctors that are ramming the 

ealth care costs right through the roof or 
whether it’s on these frivolous liability claims. 
And to be very, very candid and to call it 
as is, we are blocked by the trial lawyers’ 
lobby. And they're strong, and they're tough, 
and they control a handful, and we've got 
to keep fighting until we get this done. The 
frivolous lawsuit is running the cost of every- 
thing, insurance and everything else, right off 
the charts. The American people want it 
done, and we're having difficulty getting it 
done. 

It’s the same fight I had on the balanced 
budget amendment. It would have dis- 
ciplined the executive branch, disciplined the 
legislative branch, and 80 percent of the peo- 
ple want it, and we got almost two-thirds of 
the vote. The leadership in the House of 
Representatives went to 12 Members who 
had sponsored the legislation and said, “Hey 
man, we need you. We need you to come 
on and just change it.” And so 12 of the spon- 
sors of the legislation through strong-arm 
politics were pulled off it. It’s the same kind 
of pressure we're fighting in the Congress 
on trying to restrict liability and get it under 
control. 

And this officer is so correct that the 
American people want this done. And again, 
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it transcends party. This one powerful lobby 
has it stymied in the United States Congress. 
And that’s one we've just got to get in focus, 
leave out party, take it to the American peo- 
ple and say, “Send us people that will at at 
get something done in terms of capping li- 
ability, restricting some of these frivolous li- 
ability suits.” 

Q. Mr. President, this really is the last 

uestion. 

The President. All right. 

Q. Mr. President, how do we get the crimi- 
nal to do the time that he’s sentenced to? 
Recently in Oakland County we buried sev- 
eral young women that were a victim of a 
man who still should have been in prison. 

The President. Well, again, I'd have to 
defer to the Attorney General, to the legal 
experts. But we have mandatory sentencing 
in some Federal crimes. And Federal law, 
I believe, is a little tougher on this. I can 
get an argument with the judges or the law- 
yers around here. But I think we have tried 
to do that through the Federal Sentencing 
Commission. And again, it is not much help 
to law enforcement if a person is sentenced 
to fairly stiff terms and then walks out of 
there either on a technicality or after serving 
an abysmally short period of time. 

I don’t think I’ve been gender-fair; so can 
we end with you, ma’am? 

Q. I am chapter leader for southeastern 
Michigan for Parents of Murdered Children. 
My son was murdered in 1987. And I would 
like to know what this administration is doing 
or can do for the survivors of homicide vic- 
tims? 

The President. Well, we've passed one 
victims-of-crime legislation. We have some 
new provisions—I’m looking for Sam Skinner 
to help me—provisions in the new crime bill 
before the Congress for the victims of crime. 
And it is something that we’ve at least started 
moving forward on. The lady is right that we 
should be doing more. And that’s in terms 
with the whole philosophy, more sympathy 
for the victims and less for the criminal. 

So we've made some legislative headway. 
Don’t pin me down on the details that are 
on it in the bill that we’ve got pending right 
now. But I believe you'll find that it is strong- 
ly supportive of the victims of crime. This 
is something that has been almost a national 
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tragedy because for a long time there was 
literally very little that could be done or had 
been done. 

The other thing, one of the things, and 
maybe this isn’t directly on your point, but 
I know a lot of families feel this way, that 
when we talk about habeas corpus reform 
so you knock out frivolous appeals, it does 
bring certain comfort to the family that at 
least wants to know that justice is being done, 
that the person that murdered the family 
member is going to pay the price and not 
get frivolously appealed and appealed and 
appealed endlessly. And so part of our habeas 
corpus reform addresses itself to the victims 
of crime in that sense. 

Well, listen, thank you all very, very much. 
I don’t know who is in charge of the heat 
here, but I’ve lost about five pounds, and that 
wouldn’t hurt me, as you can tell. But I just 
want to, once again, thank you all for taking 
the time. And I say this, you know, this is 
a strange political year. It’s a strange political 
year. And I know anything you say is inter- 
preted to be said for political gain. But I feel 
very, very strongly about what I’ve said here 
about backing law enforcement officials, and 
for me it does transcend politics. And for me 
when a police officer—I keep in my desk the 
badge of a young police officer from New 
York as a reminder—gunned down. I go to 
the DEA when they honor the officers that 
are killed in fighting for us, for my family, 
fighting against narcotics. 

So I hope it doesn’t sound patronizing in 
this political year, but we strongly support 
the law enforcement community in this 
country. I will continue to fight for strong 
legislation, and I will continue to take the 
message out there against the kinds of things 
in the media that undermine the family or 
rejoice at those who stand up against law en- 
forcement, something like that. I think I have 
a moral obligation as President of the United 
States to take that kind of a message to the 
American people. And if you want to say “po- 
litical,” fine. But it’s something I feel deeply 
in my heart. 

So thank you all very much for what you’re 
doing for your country and for your commu- 


nity. Thank you. 
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Note: The President spoke at 5:14 p.m. at 
the Southfield Civic Center. In his remarks, 
he referred to Brooks Patterson, attorney and 
former Oakland County prosecutor. 


Remarks at a Victory ’92 Fundraising 
Dinner in Detroit 


June 29, 1992 


Let me thank the Governor for that warm 
introduction and all of you for this welcome 
and all of you for what you’ve done to help 
get out the vote, to help the party, to help 
this President, to help all the Republicans 
standing for election next fall. This is truly 
a most successful occasion, I’m told. It seems 
to me I just left here having thanked all of 
you, but I'll do it one more time because 
I am delighted to have this fantastic support 
for all of us who are standing for election 
in the fall. 

I was delighted to see so many members 
of the State legislature here. And, of course, 
I want to thank Randy Agley and Mike 
Timmis and Heinz Prechter and so many 
others—I’m going to get in trouble—every- 
body that had a hand in making this so suc- 
cessful. I want to single out Councilman 
Keith Butler and our Lieutenant Governor 
who I’ve known for a long, long time, Connie 
Binsfeld, and the Republican leadership that 
helped turn this great State around. 

And I am looking forward to repeating the 
experience of Cobo Hall. Barbara and I when 
we came in here just about 12 years ago, 
across the street to another hotel, it was there 
that I was picked to be Vice President on 
the stand on the Republican ticket. And that 
has propelled us now into a fascinating expe- 
rience. What I want to talk to you tonight 
is I believe that we’ve got the record to take 
to the American people for 4 more years as 
President of the United States. 

I like to finish what I start, and a lot of 
glib talk won’t get the job done. I’m kind 
of holding back on going after the opponents 
until after the Republican Convention in the 
middle of August. But I'll tell you something: 
I am getting a little sick and tired of being 
on the receiving end of criticism day-in and 
day-out from all those sorry Democrats that 
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were running for President, and now some 
Independent. And when I am unleashed and 
when we get out of this mode, this non- 
political mode we’re in, Ill tell you, I'll be 
ready for the fray. I have never felt better, 
nor have I ever felt more eager to take my 
case to the American people. 

Frankly, I don’t care about those polls. 
Fortunately, when I was soaring around 
about 85 percent I said I didn’t believe in 
the polls. The smartest thing I ever said. 
[Laughter] But they changed, and frankly, 
I don’t think we’re looking too bad. But let 
me tell you this: This election, when people 
get down to deciding who they want in the 
White House, they're going to say, “Who has 
the temperament, who has the experience, 
who has the record to lead this country for 
4 years?” And I will be making the case, with 
your help, that we are the party that deserves 
a shot at controlling the United States Con- 
gress and, thus, facilitating our leadership. 

Let me remind you: 35 years the Demo- 
crats have controlled the House of Rep- 
resentatives; 29 out of the last 35 years 
they’ve controlled the United States Senate. 
People are saying: Well, what about divided 
Government? Why don’t you just say thet 
you'll stand with whatever the people want, 
if they elect a Democratic Congress, a 
Democratic President? Let me tell you 
something. We tried that in the late seven- 
ties. We had a Democratic President. We 
had a Democratic House. We had a Demo- 
cratic Senate. And we had the highest misery 
rate that this country has ever seen. It went 
right out through the roof. What we haven’t 
tried is a Republican House, a Republican 
Senate, and a Republican President. And if 
you want to bring change to this country, 
help me elect a Republican Congress in the 
fall. 

You know, this year, as I say, has been a 
little weird, a little peculiar. The other day 
Boris Yeltsin came to town, the President of 
Russia, a democratically elected in a free 
election, certifiably free election, came to 
Russia. We stood in the Rose Garden, made 
a deal, signed an agreement in the White 
House to banish from the face of the Earth 
these tremendous intercontinental ballistic 
missiles known as the SS-18. If any one of 
you has followed this and if you’d have said 
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4 years ago or 2 or even a few months ago 
that we could have worked out a deal to 
eliminate these most destabilizing weapons, 
people would have looked at you and said 
you're nuts. 

We worked that deal out. Every child in 
America can sleep more securely without the 
fear of nuclear war that generations that pre- 
ceded it had, and the country is totally focus- 
ing on something else. I am convinced that 
when we go to the people in the fall, we will 
say this: We have made the world safer be- 
cause of our leadership in world affairs. And 
the American people are going to respond. 

Heinz Prechter introduced me to a Fiend 
of his tonight who is here from East Ger- 
many. With tears in his eyes, he said: Thank 
you, Mr. President, for being a catalyst in 
reunification of the Germanys. This is major. 

Looking to the Middle East, you have an- 
cient enemies talking to each other, the one 
thing the Arabs, the one thing the Israelis 
wanted—to sit down opposite the table. And 
it was your country that brought this about. 

When Saddam Hussein invaded a neigh- 
bor, it was the United States that took the 
lead. Now you have a lot of revisionists run- 
ning around Washington, DC, telling us that 
something was noble—that something was 
wrong. And they are crazy. What we did is 
set back aggression, put together a coalition 
to lead, and today the United States is the 
undisputed leader of the world. That’s some- 
thing we can take to the American people. 
And the Baltics are free, and South America 
is moving almost entirely democratic. We 
have a lot to be grateful for. 

Let me say this parenthetically: I am going 
to keep pushing to a successful conclusion 
of the GATT round, a successful conclusion 
of the North American free trade agreement 
because that means not only jobs for the 
United States, it means opportunity for other 
countries. Build their economies, and that'll 
help the world economy. And we're going 
to a free traders, not protectionists. That’s 
the case I’m going to take to the American 
people. 

So, I believe the record for world peace 
and democracy and freedom is clear. Out of 
focus right now in terms of people’s atten- 
tion, but I think in the final analysis people 
are going to say: To whom do you trust the 
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national security of our great country? Who 
best to enhance the peace? Who best to fight 
for democracy and freedom? And I believe 
that will conclude that I am that person to 
lead the country for 4 years. 

Now, people say to me, “Well, you were 
successful on Desert Storm; why can’t you 
bring that same kind of leadership to the do- 
mestic scene? Good question. And the an- 
swer is, we must make the changes in the 
United States Congress to move our program 
through because our values are in accord 
with the values of the American people. 

Let me just give you one or two areas 
where I think we have a fantastic case to take 
to the American people. I have just come 
from a law enforcement meeting where we 
had sheriffs and police chiefs from all across 
the State. And I told them: Look, what we 
need is a strong anticrime legislation. We 
need to vary the exclusionary rule so that we 
don’t have cases frivolously thrown out. We 
need to change habeas corpus so that we 
don’t have appeal after appeal that deny the 
swiftness of the law. We need to be tougher 
on those who commit crimes against other 
people in terms of taking their life. And that 
means tightening up on the death penalty 
laws. We have had strong anticrime legisla- 
tion before the United States Congress. The 
Democrats talk a good game, and they 
haven’t even given us a vote on our crime 
package. The American people want to back 
our law enforcement communities because 
they know that strengthens neighborhoods 
and strengthens families. And I think we 
have a good case to take on that. 

On the economy, though I believe the 
economy is moving, I still feel that what we 
ought to do is put incentives into the tax sys- 
tem. And that means a capital gains cut, that 
means an investment tax allowance, that 
means changing the IRA’s, that means a first- 
time credit for homebuyers so the young 
American family has a shot at the American 
dream. And that is stymied, all of it, by the 
Democratic Congress. We had a fight the 
other day on the balanced budget amend- 
ment. That’s not going to solve al the prob- 
lems. It’s going to discipline the executive 
branch. It'll darn sure discipline the spend- 
and-spend Congress. We got almost two- 
thirds of the vote. Twelve Democrats who 
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sponsored the resolution, sponsored the 
amendment, were taken to the woodshed by 
that liberal leadership of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, beaten over the head until they 
were a pulp, and they voted against their own 
amendment, and the amendment went 
down. We need to change the leadership in 
the United States Congress and give the Re- 
publicans a chance. 

The Government is too big, and it spends 
too much. And we're trying to do something 
about it. I'd like to ask the American people 
this fall: Give me what 43 Governors have, 
give me that line-item veto, and give me a 
shot at cutting down on this Federal spend- 
ing. You hear a lot now about these. Every 
candidate is supposed to get the budget in 
balance and get the deficit down. We have 
a concrete proposal before the United States 
Congress right now that makes some tough 
decisions. It controls the growth of manda- 
tory spending programs. You can’t do it just 
through the discretionary program. And it’s 
languishing there as the Congress sends 
down bill after bill to me to raise people’s 
taxes and to increase spending. We've got a 
good case to take to the American people, 
and say: Give me more Congressmen that 
will vote to control those mandatory pro- 
grams, and then we can get this deficit down. 

Speaking of Government reform, I think 
the time has come to limit the terms for the 
Members of Congress. The President’s term 
is limited; let’s try to limit the terms of the 
Members of Congress and see if we can’t 
keep them closer to the American people. 

A major area where we've got annlies 
proposals and a pretty darned good record 
is on education. We have a program called 
America 2000. It crosses party lines. The first 
thing I did as President was to get the Gov- 
ernors together, Democrat and Republican 
alike, to set the national education goals. 
Party was laid aside. The goals were set. And 
now we have a program to implement those 
goals called America 2000 that literally rev- 
olutionizes American education and brings to 
K through 12 the same kind of quality edu- 
cation that we’re known for at the college 
and university level. And it is languishing. 
Parts of it are languishing in the House of 
Representatives because it has to go to some 
old subcommittee chairman that’s been there 
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for a thousand years and hasn’t had a new 
thought since the day he arrived. We've got 
to change the United States Congress. 


And while we’re at it, I think we ought 
to have choice in education at K through 12. 
I was a beneficiary of the GI bill when I got 
out of the Navy in 1945. And they didn’t say 
to me: Hey, you can’t go to Holy Cross or 
you can’t go to a private school. You went 
to wherever you wanted to go to; the family 
made that choice. In this instance, the sailor 
made that choice, the Navy man made that 
choice. And it’s helped our colleges. 


And the same thing can happen if they can 
pass our “GI bill” for children that we came 
up with the other day. It gives the families 
a little shot in the arm, gives them a little 
voucher so they can then choose where their 
children go to school. And it will help those 
schools that are bypassed because to stay 
alive they're going to have to compete. And 
it’s not going to diminish the public edu- 
cation system. If you don’t believe me, go 
up to Milwaukee and talk where it’s been 
tried. Or go to Minnesota where they’ve been 
in the lead on choice in education. Choice 
in education is what we want. Choice in child 
care is what we now have because of Repub- 
lican principles. And I want to take this case 
to the American people in the fall. 


I want to thank some Members of Con- 
gress. I don’t want to be down on all of them 
because one of the only tools the President 
has when he is outnumbered in the Congress 
and when he is asked to pass things that the 
a who elected him oppose, is the veto. 

the veto score: Bush 30, Congress 0. 
And I am going to keep on vetoing this tax- 
and-spend legislation as it comes to the 
White House until we can get enough people 
to pass sensible legislation. 


Now, we've got a good record to take to 
the American people. The ideas and the val- 
ues that I believe we all stand for are intact. 
What we need is to get it in focus now for 
the American people. I might say, par- 
enthetically, when we talk about family val- 
ues, this is not some demagogic exercise. 
When the mayors of some of the largest cities 
and some small ones too, the National 


1171 


League of Cities, came to see me—and I 
mentioned this to the law enforcement peo- 
ple this afternoon—they said that the biggest 
concern they had, the biggest single a 
on the problem, the cause of the problems 
in urban America was the decline in the 
American family. And they are absolutely 
correct. I am convinced that we must find 
ways to strengthen the family. When I talk 
about reform of the welfare system, I have 
in mind a little girl who sonell ties $1,000. 
And the welfare people came to her, her 
mother on welfare, and said your mother’s 
going off of welfare if you save money like 
this because you're not allowed to accumu- 
late over $1,000. Change the welfare reform, 
reform the welfare system so that you can 
eliminate this kind of stupidity, and in the 
process, strengthen the Emily. And that’s 
what we're going to try to do. 


I heard one of the candidates for President 
ridiculing the fact that I have a session each 
year reading to children. Symbolic, yes. But 
what is the symbol? It is the idea that adults 
ought to read to their kids or that parents 
ought to read to their kids. And let the cynics 
who think everything can be legislated miss 
the point. The point is that when Barbara 
Bush holds an AIDS baby in her arms, she’s 
demonstrating compassion. And when she or 
I read to kids, we’re saying parents ought to 
do this. They ought to hold their families to- 
gether and ios them. And every kid ought 
to have that kind of opportunity. And that 
isn’t cynical politics, that’s what this country 
wants. 


I’m just getting warmed up on you guys, 
I'll tell you, because I’ve only mentioned 
about four issues here where I think we are 
just exactly where the heartbeat of America 
is. But you couldn’t tell it because of all the 
noise and the fury out there of Politics 92: 
endless polls, weird talk shows, crazy groups 
every Sunday telling you what you think, 
_— -two percent of the news on the econ- 
omy being negative when the economy grew, 
admittedly slowly, but grew at 2.7 in the first 
quarter. Ninety-two percent negative. What 
kind of reporting is that? 


But the American people are smart. 
They're going to sort it out. They're going 
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to separate fiction from fact. They're going 
to know reality when they see it. And I’m 
going to say this to them: I have worked my 
heart out as President of the United States. 
Barb and I have tried to uphold the dignity 
and the decency and honor that belongs in 
the White House. I need the decency and 
honor that belongs in the White House. I 
need 4 more years, with a Republican Con- 
gress this time, to finish the job for the Amer- 
ican people. And I ask you for your support. 
I promise you I'll work my heart out to that 
end. 

Thank you, and may God bless you all. 
Thank you. 


Note: The President spoke at 7:15 p.m. in 
the Mackinac Ballroom at the Westin Hotel. 
In his remarks, he referred to Randolph J. 
Agley, chairman, Michigan Republican Fi- 
nance Committee; and Michael T. Timmis 
and Heinz Prechter, dinner cochairmen. A 
tape was not available for verification of the 
content of these remarks. 


Designation of John B. Waters as 
Chairman of the Board of Directors 
of the Tennessee Valley Authority 


June 29, 1992 


The President today designated John B. 
Waters, of Tennessee, as Chairman of the 
Board of Directors of the Tennessee Valley 
Authority. He would succeed Marvin T. Run- 
yon. 

Since 1984, Mr. Waters has served as a 
member of the Tennessee Valley Authority 
Board. From 1961 to 1984, he served with 
the law firm of Hailey, Waters & Sykes in 
Sevierville, TN. 

Mr. Waters graduated from the University 
of Tennessee (B.S., 1952), and the University 
of Tennessee Law School (J.D., 1961). He 
served in the U.S. Navy from 1952 to 1955. 
He was born July 15, 1929, in Sevierville, 
TN. Mr. Waters is married, has two children, 
and resides in Sevierville, TN. 
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Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session With the Agriculture 
Communicators Congress 


June 30, 1992 


The President. Thank you for that wel- 
come. And to those of you from outside the 
beltway, as we say, welcome to Washington 
on this humid day. This Herb Plambeck me- 
morial get-together—[laughter|—some of 
you may know the dean down there, but it’s 
always a pleasure to see him and see so many 
of you. 

Let me just say a word about our Secretary 
of Agriculture. He came into this job with 
considerable experience in agriculture, both 
out in the field and then in Congress. In my 
view, he has done an outstanding job for 
American agriculture. Not only has he 
worked hard here domestically, the concerns 
of the farmers very much on his mind, but 
I can tell you from watching him in action 
he has done a superb job in terms of negotiat- 
ing to try to achieve a successful conclusion 
to the Uruguay round of GATT. And I am 
very, very grateful to him. 

I’m delighted to see Sara Wyant and Mar- 
sha Mauzey and Dave King and Taylor 
Brown. And once again, let me say welcome 
to all of you. 

Before I get into the agricultural topics, 
I'd like to make a short statement that I hope 
will be of interest to all of you, indeed, to 
all Americans. This morning Ambassador 
Malcolm Toon briefed me on his trip last 
week to Russia. He went there to determine 
whether the American POW’s or MIA’s 
could possibly be alive there; went there, the 
full cooperation pledged by Boris Yeltsin be- 
fore he left. His report makes clear that Boris 
Yeltsin stands by his pledge, providing us ac- 
cess to Russian officials and opening up the 
KGB archives. But Ambassador Toon also re- 
ports that his search has yet to uncover any 
evidence that American POW’s or MIA’s are 
currently being held in Russia. 

As President, I take it to be an article of 
faith, a solemn covenant with those who 
serve this country: The United States will al- 
ways make every possible effort, take every 
possible action to learn the fate of those 
taken prisoner or missing in action. Our aim 
remains a full accounting for every POW and 
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MIA, nothing less. I’m grateful to Malcolm 
Toon for pursuing this important mission. 
He’s home now. He’s left some people there, 
and we are going to try to get to the bottom 
of this so we can allay the concerns of every 
family who might possibly be involved. 

At my instruction, Ambassador Toon will 
continue his work with the full support of 
the Russian Government, including an ex- 
haustive search of the Soviet archives. And 
the government, this may interest you, has 
promised to make a definitive statement on 
this issue within the next few weeks. They 
are taking their role very seriously. And we’re 
going to pursue every credible account of 
American POW’s or MIA’s held by the Soviet 
regime. 

Now to the issue at hand, the matrix of 
this wonderful get-together. First, my thanks 
to all of you for the great job you do in keep- 
ing the farmers and the ranchers and the ag- 
ribusiness owners not just well-informed but 
the best-informed in the entire world. I know 
you have their respect and gratitude and cer- 
tainly mine, too. 

Democracy works because at its heart is 
one fundamental principle, freedom. Free- 
dom is about human rights, self-determina- 
tion, peace among nations. It’s also about the 
free flow of ideas and information, and that’s 
where your job comes in. That’s why your 
work is so important not only to democracy 
and free enterprise but also to agriculture. 

Thanks, in part, to the job that you do 
every single ie agriculture is America’s 
number one industry. There are still a lot 
of people in this country that don’t under- 
stand this, so let me repeat it: Agriculture 
is America’s number one industry. 

The news lately has been taken up with 
urban issues. But I want you to know that 
rural issues are equally important. And m 
growth agenda that I’m trying to get dutiah 
the Congress will benefit all Americans. With 
lower capital gains taxes, investment tax cred- 
its, we call them the investment tax allow- 
ances, and health care reform, farmers are 
major beneficiaries of our economic growth 
agenda. 

Our policies have, I think we'd all agree, 
kept interest rates low. So farm debt has gone 
down, while income has gone up. And with 
our commonsense agricultural policy, we can 
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secure a more prosperous future for farmers 
by expanding and hopefully creating a lot of 
new markets, both at home and abroad. 

With a fourth of our production sold 
abroad, the world looks to the American 
farmer for its food and fiber needs. This year, 
that adds up to an expected $41 billion in 
exports, the second highest in history, and 
an $18 billion positive trade balance. And 
that’s not all. These farm exports generate 
hundreds of thousands of jobs right here at 
home. Exports are a key to agriculture’s con- 
tinued strength and economic growth. That’s 
why our economic plan, the one I am pushing 
with Congress, vation programs to actively 
promote these agricultural sectors. And that’s 
why we’re working to expand markets, open 
new ones on several fronts. 

We're going to knock down trade barriers 
and ensure fair competition for American 
farmers in the world marketplace. The GATT 
and the NAFTA agreements are critical, and 
I will not let up on my commitment to either 
of them. I will continue to press our trading 
partners. A GATT agreement is clearly in ev- 
eryone’s best interest because it will increase 
economic growth worldwide. But while we 
work for an agreement, we are not going to 
forget to defend the interests of American 
farmers. 

America’s agricultural prosperity is tied to 
exports. And 95 percent of the world’s popu- 
lation lives outside the United States of 
America, and global population growth is 
outpacing ours by 70 percent each year. We 
want to make sure that our farmers and 
ranchers are in a position to take advantage 
of the trade opportunities this growth offers 
by freeing farmers to make decisions based 
on market demands. 

Export credits to Russia and other new na- 
tions of the old U.S.S.R., we call them the 
C.I.S., are opening the door to a vast and 
important market for our agricultural goods, 
one that holds incredible potential for our 
producers. As you know, our able Secretary, 
Ed Madigan, announced earlier that we 
would make $150 million in export credit 
guarantees available to Russia around July 1st 
and another $150 million around August Ist. 
However, in response to President Yeltsin’s 
request, we announced that both credit guar- 
antee packages, a total of $300 million, will 
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be available on or about July 1st. This com- 
pletes the $600 million credit guarantee offer 
that I made to Russia back on April 1st. And 
it brings to $4.85 billion the value of CCC 
credit guaranteed by my administration, 
those guarantees made available to assist U.S. 
agricultural exports to the former U.S.S.R. 
since January of ’91. 

Now, these and other export programs are 
keeping American ag vies, med competitive, 
and they are boosting export sales. In addi- 
tion to the expanding exports, regulatory re- 
form has got to be a key priority. Our regu- 
latory changes put the farmer back in charge. 
And as the old saying goes, the best way to 
solve farm problems is to consult the hardest 
hands. 

I am very pleased with the job that Vice 
President Quayle and the Competitiveness 
Council are doing to cut back on excessive 
regulation. We’re not talking here just about 
ag; we're talking about all across the indus- 
trial spectrum. But they're doing a superb 
job on limiting and restricting regulation and 
trying to eliminate the excessive regulations. 

Since I announced a moratorium on new 
regulations in the State of the Union Ad- 
dress, we have saved $15 billion to $20 billion 
in the cost of excessive redtape. And this is 
just a downpayment on things to come. Our 
regulatory relief initiative is based on com- 
monsense principles: putting the individual 
back in charge, creating jobs for Americans, 
and protecting property rights for all. That’s 
guaranteed under the Constitution. 

My commitment to developing alternative 
markets is equally strong. Technological ad- 
vances have opened the way to create a new 
industrial feedstock for America, one derived 
from agricultural commodities that will give 
consumers products that are safer for the en- 
vironment. 

Ed Madigan shares my vision of tapping 
into this commercial potential, and we’re see- 
ing real success. In my home State of Texas, 
a group of imaginative entrepreneurs plan to 
make newsprint from a crop called kenaf. 
And in Nebraska, another group is making 
comforters and pillows out of mnilkweed floss, 
milkweed floss, you heard me correctly. In 
Illinois, Ed’s home State, they plan to 
produce biodegradable plastics from farm 
products. Ed was over here, for all of you 
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ardent golfers, showing me some golf tees 
made out of corn. I don’t know that they'll 
help, but I'll try anything—{laughter|—so if 
I can get them back— 

Then, of course, one subject that I know 
is on the minds of everybody, that’s ethanol, 
a great American success story that is now 
the single largest industrial use of corn. And 
the Clean Air Act that I signed into law does 
provide new ss for ethanol. Let 
me say it straight out in plain English: I sup- 
port ethanol. And I believe it must become 
a major player in the fuel market. 

The oxygenated fuels program created by 
that clean air law will be up and running this 
fall. We want to make sure that ethanol is 
competitive in the reformulated gasoline pro- 
gram. To encourage ethanol use, I am today 
announcing my support for an amendment 
which makes the gas tax exemption for etha- 
nol proportional to the amount of ethanol 
car in gasoline. This will allow ethanol 
blends to compete with other additives. The 
bottom line is less carbon monoxide for 
American citizens and more sales for Amer- 
ican farmers. 

You know, Americans are doers. With their 
hard work and determination to get the job 
done, they accomplish great things as long 
as the Government does not get in the way. 
I’ve said it before, and let me just say it here 
again today: It’s America’s entrepreneurs, 
men and women of faith and vision and 
imagination like our farmers, who create our 
Nation’s wealth. So get Government out of 
their way and on their side, and you'll see 
that there’s no limit to what they can do for 
this country. 

I am convinced that one of the best things 
we can do for American agriculture is to 
bring these two trade agreements to a suc- 
cessful conclusion. If you want to see a 
growth in American agriculture, please do 
whatever you can when we get an agreement 
to help get it through the Congress. We're 
not going to take agreements up there that 
are bad. But I believe what I’ve said about 
American agriculture and about entrepre- 
neurship. I just want you to know we’re going 
to work right down to the wire to get these 
two agreements done. 

Now, with no further ado, I understand 
it’s in order to take a few questions. And I 
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don’t know how it’s been arranged, but I’m 
sure Ed has thought out—maybe you just 
hold up your hand and yell. Oh, we've got 
a microphone over here. 

Q. Mr. President, first of all, you may not 
be aware but we invited the other Presi- 
dential candidates to come and speak to us. 
You were the only one that could find time 
to do so, and we appreciate it very much. 

The President. Hey. 

Q. Having said that, I want to tell you that 
Farm Journal magazine is fortunate to have 
a number of editors located, we call it field 
editors, in different parts of the country. And 
they regularly attend many meetings with 
farmers and ranchers. And they report to us 
that farmers and ranchers really seem to 
identify with the un-candidate, Mr. Perot. 
Mr. President, can you tell us why farmers 
and ranchers should vote for you instead of 
Ross Perot or Governor Clinton? 

The President. Well, I can tell you why 
I think they should vote for me, and let oth- 
ers sort out—because I’m not in what they 
call a campaign mode yet. I can’t wait to get 
started actually—[laughter|—and that will be 
after the Republican Convention in the mid- 


dle of August. What I’ve tried to do is get 
things done for this country. I’ve tried to stay 
out as much as possible, and I'll admit I’m 
not totally pure on this, of the political fray. 
And for about 6 months I’ve been pounded 


by both of them, plus several others that 
dropped out along the way. So I understand 
politics. I understand how the attack politics 
works. But I will be ready. I’ve never felt 
more fit, and I’ve never felt more up for a 
fight. 

But what we're trying to do, and why I 
think farmers in the final analysis will be with 
me, is to put less emphasis on these govern- 
ment interventions into agriculture, trying to 
conclude successfully two trade agreements 
that will expand markets. I think we've han- 
died the programs that are on the books now, 
I hope, with fairness. I am thinking of the 
export programs, things of that nature. I 
think the agricultural economy, though it 
could be better in certain sectors, is , ie 
reasonably well, I think in some categories 
doing quite well. I think that farmers rec- 
ognize that private sector initiatives are very 
important, and I hope they know that. 
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I don’t think every farmer makes up his 
mind just on agricultural issues. I think minor 
details like world peace mean something to 
farmers and the fact that their kids go to bed 
at night with less fear of nuclear war. In the 
final analysis, I think that’s something that 
will inure to the benefit of those I’m runnin 
with in the fall. I think we’ve done a g 
job in facilitating these dramatic changes 
around the world. 

Where I feel a certain frustration is in m 
inability to get certain things passed rt 
Congress. I happen to believe, as I said in 
my remarks, that a capital gains tax is very, 
very important for farmers. I think farmers 
identify with that. And the others are kind 
of all around on the field on this. 

So I think things like that and the invest- 
ment tax allowance, the first-time credit for 
homebuyers, that $5,000 credit, even though 
they’re not just ag policy, are things that 
farmers’ families can identify with. 

Lastly, I'd like to take my case to the 
American people on what we call farmly val- 
oon heal values—(laughter|—not in a 
contentious sense. But you see, Barbara and 
I both believe that family, the strength of 
the American family, is absolutely vital to 
where we’re going to be as a country in the 
future. That means I am reviewing, as Presi- 
dent, things like the welfare system to see 
how we can reform it to keep families to- 
gether and not have some idiotic redtape 
keeping them apart. 

So I would appeal to farmers not just on 
ag issues, where I think we’ve got a good 
record with good people managing the ac- 
count, but on a broad array of philosophical 
questions that I think we agree with. I would 
again cite the world peace as something that 
is very important. You can’t find it talked 
about. I see no media mention of it. 

We entered into—you asked me what time 
it is, and I’m telling you how to build a watch 
here. [Laughter] But we had Boris Yeltsin 
here the other day. And I think of my times 
campaigning in Iowa years ago and how Iowa 
has kind of—I single out Iowa, but it’s kind 
of an internationalist State in a sense, a great 
interest in all these things. We had Yeltsin 
standing here in the Rose Garden, and we 
entered into a deal to eliminate the biggest 
and the most threatening intercontinental 
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ballistic missiles, the SS-18’s of the Soviet 
Union. And it was almost “Ho-hum, what 
have you done for me recently?” This is 
major. This affects every family in agricul- 
tural or urban America, and it is significant. 

I think that I will be taking the case to 
the American people, again, not just on these 
ag issues that I’ve talked about in my remarks 
but on a broad array of issues, and hoping, 
and I believe properly, that the economy, 
which has been stagnant and dull, will be 
vastly improved. And I point to the growth 
of the first quarter, 2.7 percent growth, and 
yet the American people feel, by over 60 per- 
cent, that things are getting worse in terms 
of the economy. 

There is a gap between reality and percep- 
tion. And part of my job when I do get into 
a campaign mode is to try to close that gap 
and be sure that we are judged on reality, 
not on these erroneous perceptions that are 
being portrayed in the political process. Did 
you get it? 

Q. Thank you. 

The President. All right. Who’s next? I 
apologize for going on so long, but I’m prac- 
ticing for when I do get in a political mode. 
[Laughter] 

Q. You talked about rural activities a little 
bit, a while ago, and I would like to ask you 
to possibly elaborate, if you could. You know 
as well as I do in Texas, lots of rural area 
there in the farming and ranching industry, 
and it seems to be drying up, not only in 
Texas but in other parts of the United States. 
There’s a lot of concerns, crop failures, envi- 
ronmental pressures, and health care needs 
in smaller communities. Can you kind of out- 
line for us, if you can, what you plan on 
doing? 

The President. Health care, we have the 
best, and I say this with appropriate modesty, 
the best health care reform proposal. It will 
have appeals in rural America because what 
it says is: We reject nationalized health care. 
We reject socialized medicine. We are deter- 
mined to preserve the quality of American 
health care. And the way to do it is to go 
through with this program that we now have 
defined up there that has a hallmark of it: 
Access for those people who do not have in- 
surance. 
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It also has ways to revise and change the 
costs, the ever-escalating costs in health care. 
One of the things, a fundamental tenet, 
again, that I would like to see us get through 
Congress, but it is blocked by the trial law- 
yers, is this concept that we care for each 
other too little and sue each other too much. 
We want to change these liability, put some 
caps on some of this liability so we don’t have 
these malicious lawsuits driving obstetricians 
out of business, for example. We've got a 
“se health care program that I think will 

enefit rural America as well as urban Amer- 
ica. 

We're working very closely with Con- 
gressman Coleman on how we can better at- 
tract other jobs and opportunities to some 
areas in rural America that have been by- 
passed, more people in some concentrated 
areas leaving the farm. 

I think the best thing that we can do is 
to guarantee that this overall economy re- 
cover. And as I say, it’s growing. It’s not 
growing near as robustly as I'd like to see 
it growing. But if we can pass the capital 
gains cut, the investment tax allowance, the 
first-time homebuyers tax credit—and that’s 
something that would be good for rural 
America, I might add—I believe we can stim- 
ulate the economy without making the deficit 
worse. 

I will take to the rural America as well 
as urban America my advocacy of and de- 
fense of a balanced budget amendment. It 
is time to discipline not just Congress; this 
will discipline every budgeteer in the execu- 
tive branch, the branch I head. And we need 
it. And 80 percent of the American people 
want it. Twelve of the sponsors of the bal- 
anced budget amendment that favored it 
were beaten to their knees by the Demo- 
cratic leadership who said, “Well, you’ve got 
to change your minds”—12 of the sponsors 
of it. And we lost by a handful of votes; al- 
most got two-thirds in the Congress. 

So I think there’s some specific things that 
will appeal. But I also think there’s some 
broader macroeconomic things that will ap- 
peal. 

Q. We note that you held the line, al- 
though it was an unpopular line among some 
in the press, recently at the Earth summit 
in Rio on the balance between the environ- 
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ment and the business interests here in the 
United States. We wonder if this is some- 
thing we may see more of in the future in 
your stance toward the wetlands and the en- 
dangered species policies here in the United 
States? And also, I wondered what will be 
your position in clarifying the roles of the 
agencies in coordinating wetlands policy? 

The President. Well, first place, thank you 
for your comments about Rio. That’s the first 
nice thing I’ve heard. My definition of lead- 
ership is not going out and just signing onto 
a piece of paper that—it doesn’t matter how 
many other countries give it. We’re the Unit- 
ed States. We have the best record on the 
environment of any country, literally. You lay 
down the records, certainly the very best. 

So I was not playing defense down there 
in Rio. I was simply saying, if you really want 
to help on medicines or if you really want 
to help on other aspects of biodiversity, don’t 
enter into a treaty that fails to protect Ameri- 
ca’s ap rights, fails to — those to 
whom the world is looking for scientific ad- 
vancement and technological advancement. 

So I’m quite sure that we were correct in 
that position. And we did not enter into a 
global climate change treaty that is going to 
increase the cost to this country. Let me tell 
you the figure: We have spent $800 billion 
on environment, $800 billion, this is private, 
obviously, as well as government, in the last 
10 years. The estimate is $1.2 trillion in the 
next 10 years, and we are leading the world 
in this. 

On terms of the wetlands, I had hoped 
that we could get the wetlands reserve pro- 
gram going fully forward. I believe it’s a good 
answer. And I announced in California—I 
was just trying to get the date; anyway, it 
was last month sometime—the implementa- 
tion of the wetlands reserve program. Now 
we've got to go and get it funded by the Con- 
gress. If funded, it will restore a million acres 
of wetlands without imposing a burden on 
the farmers. 

It is my view that on these decisions you 
ought to take in market force. I don’t like 
takings. The recent Supreme Court decision, 
I think, was a decision the right way. Some 
guy goes and buys some property, and he’s 
told he can’t use it. Now, that isn’t the Amer- 
ican system. 
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I think we’ve got to move the manual out, 
and we're trying to move forward as quickly 
as possible on that. I think for a while it 
looked like we were too far over between 
the Corps and EPA on the regulatory side, 
and I hope that the steps we've taken re- 
cently have corrected that. But I guess the 
answer is to try to balance all of these inter- 
ests. 

You mentioned the endangered species. 
We had a decision coming out of the Interior 
Department the other day where I caught 
hell on both sides; therefore I figured we did 
something right. [Laughter] We got it from 
the extremes in the environmental move- 
ment, and then some developers thought we 
should have protected 30,000 logging jobs in- 
stead of 15,000. It is a very complicated prob- 
lem. We've got to enforce the endangered 
species law. But when it comes to interpreta- 
tion I also, and I told them this when we 
made this decision, I’ve got to have some re- 
sponsibility for the American family, for peo- 
ple that are trying to make a living in a tough 
economic time. 

I know that I will be—as we move into 
the political year, they will get on me because 
the extreme environmentalists are not happy. 
But I maintain in wetlands no net loss. It’s 
a good policy. I think we can implement it 
so that it does not do damage to the Amer- 
ican farmer. But we are going to be taking 
a strong environmental record to the Amer- 
ican people; one that I’m proud of. And yet 
I recognize, hey, we're going to get it from 
both sides. 

Q. Mr. President, I’m told. 

The President. 1 forgot to tell you that 
I've got a radical view of wetlands. I think 
wetlands ought to be wet. [Laughter] I think 

ou know what I mean. We had one example 
of a city block, I mean, they were trying to 
build a parking garage or something. Some 
guy came along and out of some weird inter- 
pretation claimed it was a wetland. So I think 
we've got to be wary of the extremes. 

Yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. President, I’m told that we onl 
have time for one question. So before I a 
it, I'd like to thank you, on behalf of the 
group, for coming today. The question is this: 
There’s a perception in the countryside, re- 
flected somewhat in Congress, that our 





1178 


wheat exports for the last few weeks or 
months have about ground to a halt because 
of the lack of EEP subsidy announcements 
and allocations by the Government; percep- 
tion that Secretary Madigan is doing his best, 
USDA is trying, but that Secretary Baker, 
Brent Scowcroft at the NSC are stopping it. 
My question to you, Mr. President: Is foreign 
policy going to dictate agricultural policy, or 
can you let Madigan be Madigan? 

The President. Well, we can let Madigan 
be—almost be Madigan. [Laughter] The rea- 
son I say that is the farmer has no better 
friend. But what happens here when we get 
down into final negotiations on the GATT 
round, for example, I turn to Ed. And I said, 
“Now look, I have said I am not going to 
bring a GATT agreement to the Congress 
where the farmers can’t support it.” You 
know and I know that no matter what agree- 
ment we get, there may well be one farm 
group or another that says they don’t like it. 
But I’m talking about an agreement that has 
broad support in agricultural America. And 
so Ed will say, “Here’s what we can do.” We 
have not departed. We have not pushed 
him—and you can let him, after I’m out of 
here, he can correct me if he wants to—have 
not pushed him beyond what he thinks is in 
the best interest of the American farmer. 

Now, in terms of emphasis, in terms of 
timing, as we come down to the wire on the 
NAFTA or on the Uruguay round, there are 
some times when you have to try through 
open and honest diplomacy to get the agree- 
ment. And if that means you don’t slap some- 
body the first instance you have a chance 
with a fine or with some action that retaliates, 
okay, that’s the way it is. I’ve got to keep 
in mind the big picture because I know that 
a successful conclusion to the GATT round 
is in the interest of the American people. 

I believe we have rather fully used the 
EEP. 

Secretary Madigan. Eight hundred mil- 
lion dollars so far this year. 

The President. Eight hundred million 
dollars so far this year. And I salute the Sec- 
retary for this. And obviously, I wish you had 
been with me, sir, when I was in Australia. 
They were on me about that—“How can you 
treat a friend”—I said, look, this is the law. 
This is what we should and must do, is to 
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use those provisions of the law to enhance 
our agricultural exports. And it’s not aimed 
at you, Mr. Australian Foreign Minister or 
whoever it was that was all over my case 
down there. It is the law of the land. 

And incidentally, on EEP we are quite se- 
lective, and we don’t try to bludgeon our 
friends. It wasn’t passed for that end, as ev- 
erybody here knows. So I think we’ve been 
fair in the application. I can’t concede that 
sometimes timing is affected, a brandnew an- 
nouncement of a protection or an encourage- 
ment to domestic agriculture item is held 
back for a few days. But I think we faithfully 
implemented the law. 

I might add something on that. I hope it 
doesn’t sound too defensive. I see a lot of 
revisionists talking about Iraq now. We did 
try through using agricultural credits to en- 
courage Saddam Hussein to join the family 
of nations. I remember a lot of support in 
agricultural America at the time. Now, a lot 
of people that opposed me on Desert Storm 
have a kind of revisionistic view of things, 
and they're trying to make it that this was 
wrong and that this gave him the funds to 
buy bombs or something of that nature. It 
isn’t. The policy did not work, and we did 
what we had to do to stand up against aggres- 
sion. 

But here was a case where ag credits were 
caught up in a scene. Now people are trying 
to say those ag credits were the reason, you 
know, gave him the wherewithal to take over 
a neighboring country, and I don’t believe 
it. I don’t believe it. I think we properly used 
these credits for what they were designed to 
do. I think it’s been beneficial to American 
agriculture, and I’m going to continue to use 
them in a way that’s beneficial to American 
agriculture with the national security inter- 
ests of the United States foremost in my 
mind. 

So I can’t say it’s been perfect, but I do 
think that the Department and, I hope, the 
White House has done a good job in the im- 
plementation of the law and in the using of 
these credits. I can tell you that what I really 
would rejoice in, and what I will rejoice in, 
is when we get this GATT agreement closed 
and get it finalized and let the American 
farmer compete with others on a level play- 
ing field all around the world. And that is 
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the final and best answer to your very pene- 
trating question about the use of the EEP. 
Thank you all very, very much. 


Note: The President spoke at 1:31 p.m. at 
the Department of Agriculture. In his re- 
marks, he referred to Herb Plambeck and 
William Taylor Brown, former president and 
president, National Association of Farm 
Broadcasters; Sara Wyant Lutz, president, 
American Agricultural Editors Association; 
Marsha Mauzey, president, Agricultural Re- 
lations Council; and David King, president, 
Agricultural Communicators in Education. 


Remarks on the Superconducting 
Super Collider 


June 30, 1992 


The President. Look, this meeting is 
about the super collider. And I just want to 
thank these most distinguished scientists for 
taking the strong scientific case up to Capitol 
Hill in support of this project. It is important 
not just for national pride; it’s important to 
science generally that this be fully funded 
and that we stay out front, working, of course, 
with international partners the best we can, 
but that we remain out front. And I’m anx- 
ious to hear from you how you feel, sir, your 
testimony went. And thank you very much 
for going up there to the Senate. We've got 
to get in the Senate and get approved that 
which we failed to do in the House. 

Dr. Schwitters. I think we had a chance 
to make the case for the SSC. We talked 
about the long-term value and need in the 
science and then the value of doing this kind 
of research for the country. We had a few 
critical questions, but I think that the team 
answered them well because we do have 
good answers. 

The President. Well, what we've got to 
do is get it restored in the conference and 
get this under control. We’re fighting for it, 
and we are committed to it. We have a hand- 
ful of these major scientific projects that 
need support, even though we've got tough 
budgetary conditions. This is no time to cut 
the funding for this project. We will fight 
with you for it. 
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Dr. Schwitters. Thank you very much. 
We really appreciate that. 


Note: The President spoke at 4:10 p.m. in 
the Roosevelt Room at the White House, dur- 
ing at a meeting with Government and pri- 
vate-sector scientists. Roy Schwitters is Di- 
rector of the Superconducting Super Collider 
Laboratory in Waxahachie, TX. A tape was 
not available for verification of the content 
of these remarks. 


Proclamation 6452—National Spina 
Bifida Awareness Month, 1992 


June 30, 1992 


By the President of the United States 
of America 


A Proclamation 


Approximately one of every 1,000 
newborns in the United States is affected by 
spina bifida, a serious and often debilitating 
neurological disorder. Spina bifida occurs 
when a baby’s spinal cord develops abnor- 
mally while he or she is still in the womb, 
resulting in nerve damage that can lead to 
muscle paralysis, loss of sensation in the 
lower limbs, and bowel and bladder com- 
plications. The disorder is often accompanied 
by hydrocephalus, an excessive and poten- 
tially dangerous accumulation of fluid within 
the brain. While in the past the prognosis 
was grim for children with spina bifida, cur- 
rently some 80-90 percent of affected chil- 
dren survive the disorder, thanks to advances 
in surgery and other forms of intervention 
and treatment. Heartened by the progress 
that we have made thus far, our Nation re- 
mains firmly committed to the fight against 
spina bifida. 

Through the National Institute of Neuro- 
logical Disorders and Stroke and through the 
National Institute of Child Health and 
Human Development, the Federal Govern- 
ment is working to find better treatments 
and, ultimately, a cure for spina bifida. Gov- 
ernment researchers have been joined in 
their efforts by physicians and scientists 
throughout the private sector and by a num- 
ber of voluntary health associations. In addi- 





1180 


tion to supporting basic and clinical research, 
many of these associations also work to pro- 
mote public awareness of spina bifida while 
providing assistance to patients and their 
families. This month, we recognize all of the 
dedicated professionals and volunteers who 
are striving to overcome spina bifida, and we 
reaffirm our support of their efforts. 

The Congress, by House Joint Resolution 
470, has designated September 1992 as “Na- 
tional Spina Bifida Awareness Month” and 
has requested the President to issue a procla- 
mation in observance of this month. 

Now, Therefore, I, George Bush, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, do 
hereby proclaim September 1992 as National 
Spina Bifida Awareness Month. I encourage 
all Americans to observe this month with ap- 
propriate programs and activities. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this 30 day of june, in the year of 
our Lord nineteen hamibed and ninety-two, 
and of the Independence of the United 
States of America the two hundred and six- 
teenth. 


George Bush 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 
4:05 p.m., June 30, 1992]. 


Note: This proclamation was published in 
the Federal Register on July 2. 


Proclamation 6453—National 
Awareness Week for Lifesaving 
Techniques, 1992 


June 30, 1992 


By the President of the United States 
of America 


A Proclamation 


Prompt, effective assistance can mean the 
difference between life and death for victims 
of accidents and other emergencies, which 
is why each of us should be prepared to re- 
spond accordingly. Citizens 1 ore knowl- 
edge of and training in lifesaving techniques 
such as cardiopulmonary resuscitation (CPR) 
and the control of bleeding and shock can 
play a vital role in providing needed first aid 
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during the critical minutes before profes- 
sional help is available. 

The National Center for Health Statistics 
reports that in 1989, the most recent year 
for which final figures are available, 296 out 
of every 100,000 deaths in the United States 
were caused by heart disease. More than 
4,000 Americans died from drowning and 
submersion, and 3,578 of our citizens either 
suffocated or choked to death. A significant 
number of these tragic deaths could have 
been prevented if bystanders were trained 
in basic lifesaving techniques taught by the 
American Red Cross, the Young Men’s and 
Women’s Christian Associations, the Amer- 
ican Heart Association, and other national 
and local organizations. Indeed, it is esti- 
mated that the help of knowledgeable by- 
standers could save as many as 50 percent 
of those injured, compared to accidents and 
emergencies in which care is unavailable 
until medical personnel arrive on the scene. 

Since cardio ulmonary resuscitation was 
first senvoeced is the early 1960s, instruc- 
tion and learning in this and other lifesaving 
measures have moved beyond the realm of 
the medical community and into the public 
at large. Today, Americans of all backgrounds 
have opportunities to learn CPR, the abdom- 
inal thrust, the Heimlich maneuver, and so 
forth. More and more of our citizens must 
take advantage of these opportunities if we 
are to reduce the number of preventable 
deaths caused by accidents and heart disease. 

In recognition of the importance of edu- 
cation in first aid and other lifesaving tech- 
niques, the Congress, by Public Law 102- 
305, has designated the week of July 5 
through July 11, 1992, as “National Aware- 
ness Week for Lifesaving Techniques” and 
has requested the President to issue a procla- 
mation in observance of this week. 

Now, Therefore, I, George Bush, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, do 
hereby designate the week of July 5 through 
July 11, 1992, as National Awareness Week 
for Lifesaving Techniques. I call on local and 
State governments, the relevant Federal 
agencies, and the people of the United States 
to observe this week with appropriate pro- 
grams and activities. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this thirtieth day of June, in the 
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year of our Lord nineteen hundred and nine- 
ty-two, and of the Independence of the Unit- 
ed States of America the two hundred and 
sixteenth. 


George Bush 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 
10:18 a.m., July 1, 1992] 


Note: This proclamation was published in 
the Federal Register on July 2. 


Memorandum on the Extension of 
the Indonesia-U.S. Nuclear Energy 
Cooperation Agreement 


June 30, 1992 
Presidential Determination No. 92-35 


Memorandum for the Secretary of State, the 
Secretary of Energy 


Subject: Determination on Extending the 
Agreement for Cooperation Between the 
United States of America and the Republic 
of Indonesia Concerning Peaceful Uses of 
Nuclear Energy 


I have considered the proposed agreement 
to extend for a period of 10 years the Agree- 
ment for Cooperation Between the United 
States of America and the Republic of Indo- 
nesia Concerning Peaceful Uses of Nuclear 
Energy, signed at Washington June 30, 1980, 
along with the views, recommendations, and 
statements of the interested agencies. 

I have determined that the performance 
of the agreement for an additional period of 
10 years will promote, and will not constitute 
an unreasonable risk to, the common defense 
and security. Pursuant to section 123 b. of 
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 2153 (b)), I hereby approve the 
proposed agreement on extension and au- 
thorize its execution. 


George Bush 
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Statement on Action Against Health 
Care Fraud 


June 30, 1992 


The Federal Government took another 
major step today to protect our citizens 
against a type of crime which victimizes all 
Americans, health care fraud. 


More than 1,000 Federal agents and 120 
other law enforcement officers carried out 
early morning raids in over 50 cities nation- 
wide as part of Operation Goldpill, and we 
expect charges against some 200 individuals, 
corporations, and pharmacies. The targets of 
this unprecedented crackdown are phar- 
macists, other health care professionals, and 
prescription drug distributors who are 
charged with carrying out widespread fraud 
through excessive billings and the illegal di- 
version, repackaging, and distribution of pre- 
scription medicine. 


These people are charged with betraying 
a sacred trust to their patients. These frauds 
results in the loss of billions from the pockets 
of every American who pay taxes and health 
insurance premiums. These crimes also pose 
potentially grave health hazards to patients. 


The Government also has a sacred trust 
to protect all Americans. Health care and 
health care fraud have long been enforce- 
ment priorities for the Justice Department 
and Department of Health and Human Serv- 
ices. Let those medical professionals and oth- 
ers who prey on the public take heed: This 
is only phase one of Operation Goldpill. The 
FBI and other enforcement agencies work- 
ing with them are using every law enforce- 
ment tool in our arsenal against these serious 
crimes, including undercover agents. 


I wish to take this opportunity to congratu- 
late Attorney General Barr, Health and 
Human Services Secretary Sullivan, the FBI, 
and the HHS Office of Inspector General 
for this outstanding example of the nationally 
coordinated effort. I look forward to the con- 
tinued results of Operation Goldpill. 
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Statement on the Balanced Budget 
Amendment 


June 30, 1992 


I call upon the Senate today to cut through 
the procedural obstacles and pass a balanced 
budget constitutional amendment. 

Americans overwhelmingly support a con- 
stitutional amendment requiring a balanced 
Federal budget, and for good reason. The 
debt we accumulate today jeopardizes sus- 
tained economic growth and will burden our 
descendants for generations to come. A bal- 
anced budget amendment would help to pro- 
vide the necessary discipline to our Govern- 
ment, both the legislative and executive 
branches, to make the difficult budget deci- 
sions. 

Although the House of Representatives 
earlier this month voted overwhelmingly in 
favor of a balanced budget amendment, we 
fell just nine short of the necessary two-thirds 
majority of House Members voting. I strong- 
ly believe that that House vote should not 
be the end of the line. Senate passage now 
of the balanced budget amendment would 
provide an opportunity for the House to re- 
consider its earlier close vote and, once and 
for all, move to put in place the fiscal dis- 
cipline the American people demand. 


Statement by Press Secretary 
Fitzwater on the President’s Meeting 
With Foreign Minister Klaus Kinkel 
of Germany 


June 30, 1992 


The President met for approximately one- 
half hour in the Oval Office today with Klaus 
Kinkel, the Foreign Minister of Germany. 
This was the Foreign Minister's first meeting 
with the President. Their discussions were 
devoted mainly to U.S.-German relations, 
NATO, and the GATT round. The President 
underscored his belief in the importance of 
NATO and the U.S. presence in Europe to 
preserving our common security interests. 
He also expressed his hope for progress on 
the current round of the GATT negotiations. 
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Appointment of Mark A. Guzzetta as 
Federal Representative to the Sabine 
River Compact Administration 


June 30, 1992 


The President today announced his inten- 
tion to appoint Mark A. Guzzetta, of Florida, 
to be Federal Representative of the United 
States on the Sabine River Compact Admin- 
istration. He would succeed James B. Furrh, 
Jr. 
Since 1982, Mr. Guzzetta has served as 
founder and president of the Water Re- 
sources Corp. in Boca Raton, FL. He has 
also served in several positions with the Hay- 
ward Tyler Pump Co. in Norwalk, CT, in- 
cluding contract manager, 1977-79, and 
southeast regional sales manager, 1979-81. 
Mr. Guzzetta currently resides in Boca 
Raton, FL. 


Remarks Following a Meeting With 
Prime Minister Kiichi Miyazawa of 
Japan 

July 1, 1992 


Mr. Prime Minister, to you and to the 
other members of the Japanese delegation, 
it is a real pleasure to have you back here 
at the White House. 

We've had a very successful discussion in- 
side, one that reaffirms the importance of the 
strong relationship between our two nations. 
We discussed, of course, our global partner- 
ship. We reviewed the prospects for the 
meeting that we're both attending, next 
week’s G—7 summit in Munich. 

First on our agenda was our mutual com- 
mitment to global peace and prosperity. I’m 
encouraged by what the Prime Minister told 
me about Japan’s plans to stimulate eco- 
nomic growth. I had a chance to fill him in 
on ours. Both of us confirmed our desire for 
a strong and lasting recovery, and we also 
discussed the Uruguay round and the neces- 
sity of redoubling our efforts to increase 
global prosperity. This will directly benefit 
both the people of the United States and 
Japan, aie both want to see a successful 
conclusion of that round. 
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I also told the Prime Minister that I wel- 
come the passage of Japan’s peace coopera- 
tion bill. That will allow Japan to participate 
actively in building a lasting peace in Cam- 
bodia and in other world trouble spots. We 
agreed to cooperate on other regional threats 
and problems from nuclear and missile pro- 
liferation concerns in North Korea to the res- 
olution of the POW/MIA issue with Vietnam. 

We talked about how at Munich we can 
assist in assuring the safety of nuclear power 
in the former Soviet Union. We reaffirmed 
full United States support for Japan’s position 
on the northern territories. 

Finally, I assured the Prime Minister of 
the importance of Asia to the United States, 
of our resolve to maintain our forward mili- 
tary presence in the Pacific and our apprecia- 
tion for Japan’s host nation support. 

We've made progress in resolving some of 
the differences between us, particularly with 
regard to our trade relationship. Over the 
past 6 months, we've nen significant 
agreements to improve American industries’ 
access to Japan’s $9 billion computer market, 
to their $27 billion paper markets. These 
agreements are very good news to the Amer- 
ican worker. 

Still, I feel we have more to do. And, Mr. 
Prime Minister, I want to mention our con- 
tinued interest and access to your markets 
for automobiles and auto parts, semiconduc- 
tors, as well as cooperation on the super 
collider and striking down structural impedi- 
ments to freer trade. 

We'll track our progress on every item 
identified by our action plan. And, sir, you 
can be assured we will do our part to improve 
our own competitiveness. 

I’ve made it clear, and I'll continue to 
make it clear, that this administration and the 
American people are absolutely committed 
to trade that is both free and fair. Protection- 
ism simply is not the answer. The record is 
clear. Our efforts the past 3 years have sub- 
stantially increased American exports to 
Japan. And I will work to support the efforts 
of America’s private sector to create an ex- 
port vision to open foreign markets that 
mean more American jobs. 

So we need to continue expanding, not 
closing, our trade relations. fos ewe ol it’s 
protectionist measures in this country or in 
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Japan, the result is the same thing. Protec- 
tionism punches a hole in a healthy economy. 

So I’m confident that the Prime Minister 
and I depart here today knowing that we do 
not help our respective nations by hurting 
each other. He stood for that principle for 
a long, long time in various positions that he’s 
held in Japan. I hope that I stand for that 
principle. 

As important as our economic interaction 
is, I think it’s also important for us to remem- 
ber that America and Japan share three very 
important values: our support for the free 
market economic system; our love of political 
democracy; and our mutual interest in global 
peace and security. 

I am optimistic that our two nations can 
work closely to advance and protect these 
values in the Pacific Rim and elsewhere 
across the globe. And when these values are 
threatened, it’s critical that our two nations 
unite. And our unity will be vital if these 
three key values are to survive and prosper 
in the new world that we see. 

So let me say, Mr. Prime Minister, that 
I believe that this new period in world affairs 
holds great promise for the American-Japa- 
nese relationship. And once again, it is an 
honor to host you here in Washington to reaf- 
firm our partnership, the respect and trust 
between our people, and to welcome you as 
a friend. 

Thank you, sir. 


Note: The President spoke at 4:31 p.m. in 
the Rose Garden at the White House. Fol- 
lowing the remarks, the President and the 
Prime Minister traveled to Camp David, MD. 


Message on the Observance of 
Independence Day 


July 1, 1992 


As we Americans celebrate this 216th an- 
niversary of our Nation’s independence, we 
give thanks not only for our enduring herit- 
age of liberty under law but also for the con- 
tinuing expansion of democratic ideals 
around the globe. Blessed with an unbroken 
legacy of freedom and with unparalleled 
peace and prosperity, the United States 
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stands today as a testament to the wisdom 
of its Founders—and as a model to all those 
peoples who aspire to systems of rep- 
resentative democracy and free enterprise. 
More than 200 years after our Declaration 
of Independence was signed, we know that 
no political creed his proved more just or 
powerful than the belief “that all men are 
created equal, that they are endowed by their 
Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that 
among these are Life, Liberty, and the Pur- 
suit of Happiness.” 


On this occasion, however, we are also 
mindful that America’s freedom and security 
were not always readily taken for granted. 
When our Nation’s Founders sought “sepa- 
rate and equal station” for this country and 
proclaimed the American colonies free and 
independent States, they did so without the 
assurance of success. Ahead of them lay an 
uncertain future, and each understood the 
great risk that he and his compatriots were 
taking by signing the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. Today, we can imagine the sense 
of trepidation that passed in the Signers’ 
hearts as they pledged in support of that doc- 
ument their lives, their fortunes, and their 
sacred honor. 


Yet, with a hope that was stronger than 
any fear and with a courage worthy of their 
great convictions, our ancestors launched a 
revolution of ideas that has continued to 
sweep the world. Independence Day is, 
therefore, a time of tremendous pride and 
inspiration for all Americans. 


This year, we have added cause for cele- 
bration as Independence Day coincides with 
the 500th anniversary of Christopher Colum- 
bus’s first journey to the Americas. The Co- 
lumbus Quincentenary likewise recalls cour- 
age in the face of the unknown, and as we 
look to the future of the United States, we 
are heartened by the example and the 
achievements of the many pioneers and pa- 
triots who have gone before us. The contin- 
ued preservation of our freedom will require 
no less industry and resolve on our part, and 
on this occasion, I offer a special salute to 
American service members everywhere, who 


July 1 / Administration of George Bush, 1992 


are helping to chart they way to a safer, more 
peaceful world. 

Barbara joins me in sending best wishes 
to our fellow Americans for a safe and enjoy- 
able Independence Day. 


George Bush 


Proclamation 6454—National 
Literacy Day, 1992 
July 1, 1992 


By the President of the United States 
of America 


A Prociamation 


Literacy not only constitutes a fun- 
damental set of skills in a world where so 
much depends on the ability to read and to 
comprehend the written word—from city 
maps and children’s school reports to job ap- 
plications and tax forms—it a provides an 
inexhaustible source of opportunity and en- 
richment. Literacy gives us access to the 
great books and to other works that contain 
the creative genius and acquired wisdom of 
the ages. It also enables us to exercise more 
fully our rights and responsibilities as citi- 
zens, helping us to be more informed voters 
and more effective parents and teachers of 
our children. More than the ability to read 
and write, literacy is the priceless legacy of 
families who foster a love of learning and a 
commitment to education in each genera- 
tion. It is also the vital tool of a work force 
that must have the knowledge and skills, in- 
cluding the technical skills, that are needed 
to excel! in an increasingly competitive global 
environment. 

On this occasion, we reaffirm the impor- 
tance of literacy to the social and economic 
advancement of individuals and to the con- 
tinued productivity and prosperity of our Na- 
tion. We also recognize all those who are 
working to promote literacy—among adults, 
as well as youth. In addition to thousands 
of dedicated teachers, this includes countless 
volunteers who serve as tutors and mentors, 
businesses and community associations that 
support libraries and literacy programs, and, 
of course, millions of parents who read to- 
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gether with their children and who take an 
active interest in their homework and in their 
progress in school. 


As part of our America 2000 campaign, the 
Federal Government has been working to 
achieve our National Education Goal of full 
literacy for all Americans. In 1990, I estab- 
lished a Task Force on Literacy to coordinate 
Federal literacy policies and programs and 
to spur efforts to improve literacy in the 
United States. Last year I was pleased to sign 
the National Literacy Act of 1991, which pro- 
vides for greater coordination of literacy pro- 
grams, an historic step toward a more literate 
America. 


The Congress, by House Joint Resolution 
499, has designated July 2, 1992, as “National 
Literacy Day” and has requested the Presi- 
dent to issue a proclamation in observance 
of this day. 


Now, Therefore, I, George Bush, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, do 
hereby proclaim July 2, 1992, as National Lit- 
eracy Day. I call on all Americans to observe 
this day with appropriate programs and ac- 
tivities in recognition of the importance of 
literacy to individuals and to our Nation. I 
urge parents, especially, to recognize the im- 
portance of reading with their children and 
to encourage them, through word and exam- 
ple, to discover the rewards of lifelong learn- 


ing. 


In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this first day of July, in the year 
of our Lord nineteen hundred and ninety- 
two, and of the Independence of the United 
States of America the two hundred and six- 
teenth. 


George Bush 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 
4:11 p.m., July 1, 1992] 


Note: This proclamation was published in 
the Federal Register on July 6. 
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Message to the Congress 
Transmitting the Annual Report of 
the Federal 
Authority 


July 1, 1992 


abor Relations 


To the Congress of the United States: 


In accordance with section 701 of the Civil 
Service Reform Act of 1978 (Public Law 95- 
454; 5 U.S.C. 7104(e)), I have the pleasure 
of transmitting to you the Thirteenth Annual 
Report of the Federal Labor Relations Au- 
thority for Fiscal Year 1991. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
July 1, 1992. 


Statement on Approval of Welfare 
Waivers for Maryland 


July 1, 1992 


I am pleased that my administration has 
approved Maryland’s request for welfare 
waivers. This will allow Maryland to put in 
place a new system of incentives for welfare 
recipients to make sure their children receive 
necessary health care and attend school. 


Pregnant women receiving welfare would 
be required to obtain regular prenatal care 
or not receive a special additional allowance. 
Families with young children receiving wel- 
fare would be required to obtain preventive 
health care for their children. This prenatal 
and preventive health care is available with- 
out cost to these families through the Medic- 
aid program. 

Maryland’s reforms also create incentives 
for parents to make sure their children attend 
school. Welfare parents who behave respon- 
sibly and fulfill these requirements would re- 
ceive higher payments than those who fail 
to see to the health care and education of 
their children. 


While some are talking about welfare re- 
form, we are helping to make it happen. Re- 
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form is taking place from the bottom up, with 
the States constructively serving as lab- 
oratories of democracy. My administration 
will continue to work with Maryland and 
other States in reforming our welfare system. 


Statement by Press Secretary 
Fitzwater on Congressional Findings 
on the President’s Involvement in 


the Alleged Paris Meetings 
July 1, 1992 


We are glad that Congress, in a bipartisan 
report, concluded today what we knew all 
along: that President Bush had no involve- 
ment with any alleged meetings in Paris in 
October 1980, and in fact, he never left the 
country at that time. 


Nomination of Robert E. Martinez 
To Be Associate Deputy Secretary of 
Transportation 


July 1, 1992 


The President today announced his inten- 
tion to nominate Robert E. Martinez, of New 
Jersey, to be Associate Deputy Secretary of 
Transportation. He would succeed Robert L. 
Pettit. 


Since 1990, Dr. Martinez has served as 
Deputy Administrator for the Maritime Ad- 
ministration at the Department of Transpor- 
tation. He has also served as assistant execu- 
tive director of the Business Roundtable in 
New York City, 1984-90; and as an associate 
consultant with Multinational Strategies, 
Inc., in New York City, 1983-84. 


Dr. Martinez graduated from Columbia 
University (B.A., 1977) and Yale University 
(M.A., 1979; Ph.D., 1984). He was born May 
22, 1955, in Havana, Cuba. Dr. Martinez is 
married, has one child, and resides in Arling- 
ton, VA. 
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Appointment of Carroll E. Multz as 
Commissioner on the Upper 
Colorado River Commission 


July 1, 1992 


The President today announced his inten- 
tion to appoint Carroll E. Multz, of Colorado, 
to be U.S. Commissioner on the Upper Colo- 
rado River Commission. He Gane nui 
J.F. Ross. 

Since 1985, Mr. Multz has served as a 
shareholder and member of the board of di- 
rectors of the law firm of Carroll E. Multz, 
P.C., in Grand Junction, CO, and a partner 
with the law firm of McMichael, Benedict 
and Multz, 1987 to the present and served 
as a shareholder and member of the board 
of directors with the law firm of LaCroix, 
Achziger, Multz and Croker, P.C., 1981-85. 
He has also served as District Attorney for 
the Fourteenth Judicial District, CO, 1974- 
81, and a partner with the law firm of Multz, 
Riggs and Sandler, 1972-74. 

Mr. Multz graduated from the University 
of Montana (B.S., 1958; J.D., 1961). He was 
born August 16, 1936, in Helena, MT. Mr. 
Multz is married, has two children, and re- 
sides in Grand Junction, CO. 


Remarks and an Exchange With 
Reporters in a Meeting With the 
House Republican Conference on 
Health Care 


July 2, 1992 


The President. Today I am sending to 
Congress the fourth piece of our com- 
prehensive health care reform package, med- 
ical malpractice reform. Senate Republicans, 
led by Bob Dole and John Chafee, intro- 
ale | a bill last November that includes 
many key elements similar to those in my 
“on Here in the House, Republican Mem- 

ers led by Bob Michel and Newt Gingrich 
have recently finished months of work on a 
package that is very close to my own propos- 
als, and we've been working intensively with 
the House Republican task force to hammer 
out differences. 

We discussed the issue just now, and our 
meeting touched on it—in our meeting with 
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all House Republicans. And we now have 
legislation we can support, and that rep- 
resents a broad basis for agreement with all 
Republicans in the House and Senate. 

A Republican health care package is ready 
to be passed now. It should be passed now. 
And it will make a difference in the quality 
and in the availability of health care and in 
the growth of our economy. Our proposal: 
It helps small businesses pool together to 
offer their employees affordable health insur- 
ance. It lets the self-employed deduct 100 
percent of their health insurance premiums 
from their taxes. It makes it possible for 
workers to change jobs without the fear of 
losing their health insurance. And it curbs 
the runaway costs of medical malpractice liti- 
gation. 

Just as important, our proposal does not 
saddle our businesses and workers with costly 
new mandates or taxes or allow Federal bu- 
reaucracies to regulate prices and to ration 
services. All of us who have had any experi- 
ence with bureaucracies know that trying to 
let the Government operate our health care 
system would be an absolute nightmare, and 
we are not going to permit that. 

The proposals on which we’ve all come to- 
gether today would correct the most impor- 
tant weaknesses in our system and control 
costs without sacrificing this quality that 
American medicine is known for, this high- 
quality health care that every American de- 
serves and that really attracts people from 
overseas. Our Republicans are ready to 
move, and I urge the House to act swiftly. 

Now I want to turn this over to our task 
force leader, Republican leader Bob Michei. 

Congressman Michel. Thank you, Mr. 
President. I certainly don’t want to add or 
subtract or anything the President has said 
here other than, earlier in the year, when 
we recognized, obviously, that this would be 
one of the key issues in the country and we 
recruited members from significant commit- 
tees that would be involved in health care 
on our side of the aisle, some of the best, 
knowledgeable and informed people on our 
side worked the task force all year long. 

Mr. President, we're most appreciative 
that you have seen fit to embrace the product 
of what our Members collectively have done 
in concert with the administration. Lou Sulli- 
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van is here and Gail Wilensky. And it’s been 
a good team effort that we’ve put together. 

I have something rather important, how- 
ever, to give you. It’s kind of a prescription 
of sorts to cure the gridlock around the Na- 
tion’s health care system this year. The pre- 
scription, of course, is H.R. 5325, an action, 
now health care reform act. Congress should 
take this prescription. 

The President. Now, let’s get this thing— 
this is quite a piece of paper here. 

All right, well, thank you all. Well done. 
And thank all of you who had so much— 
including the Ways and Means leader, Bill 
Archer, for what they had to do with this. 
And Bill Gradison and Lou, thank you. 
Where’s Gail? She needs a little—Gail 
Wilensky. 

Q. Mr. President. 

The President. Yes, this isn’t a press con- 
ference, but maybe I’ve got time Er one or 
two. What have you got? 


Economic Growth Package 


Q. Mr. President, I’d like to know your 
reaction to the unemployment rate going up 
to the highest level in 8 years. And sec- 
ondarily you've been saying that the economy 
is improving, but just that it seemed like the 
American people psychologically just weren’t 
accepting it. What do you have to say to these 
people now who apparently did believe you 
and went out, looked for jobs, and they 
weren't there? 

The President. Well, I say that, one, it’s 
not good news. Two, unemployment has al- 
ways been a lagging indicator. Three, the 
economy grew in the first quarter, and we're 
confident that it will grow in the second quar- 
ter. But the main message that I get out of 
this is that the Congress ought to pass the 
economic growth stimulant package that we 
have up here and that these people surround- 
ing me have been trying to get through. 

If you really want to help America get back 
to work and make this indicator be less of 
a lagger and more of a leader, pass the things 
to stimulate the economy. That’s exactly 
what’s needed. So I would say it just shows 
that the recovery, which we're in, is not as 
robust as I'd like to see it. I will say the good 
news is, the Federal Reserve Board has 
dropped the rates by 50 basis points, and I'm 
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told that a couple of banks have already fol- 
lowed lowering the prime rate. And I think 
that is a good way to stimulate growth. I think 
that will be very well-received by the markets 
and by the businesses, large and small, across 
the country. 

It’s something that I'd indicated a few days 
ago I would like to see happen and I think 
it’s a very good thing. And I think we’ve got 
to get this money supply up, and this is a 
good step toward that end. 

So I would offset the news that I don’t 
like by saying, I think this will be very, very 
well-received, and it’s fundamentally impor- 
tant to the economy. 


Opposition Research 


Q. Mr. President, Marlin Fitzwater this 
morning said that the opposition research, 
which is how the Democrats are describing 
it, was tantamount to a reliving of the plumb- 
ers’ unit in the Nixon White House. Do you 
think what they're doing is that scurrilous? 

The President. Well, I’m not sure what 
they’re doing. All I did was read one story 
saying they're investigating my family, and 
you know how I feel about that. But I almost 
would say: So what’s new? I’ve been in public 
life a long time, and I think that kind of activ- 
ity on their part has been going on for a long 
time. But that’s not 

Q. But also on the Republicans’ Party, isn’t 
it? Mr. Bond has said that there is opposition 
resurgence. 

The President. I thought you were asking 
about the story today. 

Q. I am. But isn’t this something both par- 
ties historically do? 

The President. Opposition research? Ab- 
solutely. I think everybody does opposition 
research. I thought you were talking about 
investigating a personal side of one’s family, 
which, of course, we’re not doing. We're not 
doing that. We’re not doing that. 

Q. So you’re not upset about this? 

Q. You are not upset with it? 

The President. Well, I'm not happy about 
it, Helen [Helen Thomas, United Press 
International]. But what can I do about what 
the Democratic National Committee does? 

Q. Well, do you do it? 
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The President. 1 mean, they are not ex- 
actly the voice of the American people. Let 
them defend their own activities on that. 

Q. Does this mean you feel free to do the 
same sort of research on the opposition? 

The President. No, no. I have made very 
clear that we want to stay out of the sleaze 
business and stay on the issues. Now, we’re 
going to continue to research on issues—of 
course we are. Maybe I misread the story, 
but I thought it was talking about investigat- 
ing family and my sons and things of this 
nature which—— 

Q. They did mention personal finances in 
the morning Post 

The President. Well, look, let me tell you 
something. The personal finances—I’ve been 
in public life half my adult life, private life 
the other half, and I really believe that per- 
sonal—I have bent over backwards since the 
day I walked into that Chamber in terms of 
disclosure, trying to avoid conflict of interest. 
So I think they’re going to drill a dry hole 
on that one because I have really tried my 
very, very best to keep the public trust. I 
told these friends who are in the Congress, 
I think I view as part of my responsibility 
keeping the public trust, the decency and 
honor of the Presidency. I’ve tried to do that, 
and I’ve tried to conduct myself that way in 
the Congress. 

So, let them muck around in my garbage 
can, but they aren’t going to find anything 
in terms of this if you’re asking now about 
a business connection. 

I got to get out of here. I’ve been accused 
of having too many press conferences. I think 
it’s 295 since I’ve been President. 


Unemployment Benefits 


Congressman Michel. Let’s get back on 
the point. Let’s get back on the point, sir. 
The House today will be taking up a Demo- 
cratic version of the unemployment exten- 
sion, benefits extension bill. Many of the men 
up here say that there is a possibility of a 
veto. 

The President. Well, our position is, I 
have supported unemployment extensions, 
guaranteed extensions in the past. Every 
once in a while we've got to beat down ones 
that go so far that they just exacerbate the 
deficit that every American is concerned 
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about, and let’s hope that we can get a bill 
down there fast that I can sign. 

But I have a certain custodianship for try- 
ing to support reasonable expenditures. If 
they send me something that we view and 
the leadership here views as too expensive, 
we'll have to send it back and urge them to 
get one down there that we can support. 

But I hope that because people need help, 
we can get out and give it to them right 
quick. I do remember a time or two in the 
past where I’ve had to veto legislation that 
just would have gone wild in terms of spend- 
ing, and I’m prepared to do that again if we 
have to. I hope that’s not what they send to 
me. 

Last one, right here. 


Interest Rates 


Q. Mr. President, has the Federal Reserve 
now cut interest rates enough? Is that 
enough the Federal Reserve cut today? 

The President. 1 think it’s pretty good. 
I think many of the market experts were say- 
ing it would be 25 basis points, and I don’t 
know. I mean, I am not an economist or a 
money supply expert. But all I know is, I 
think most people feel, and I certainly agree 
with this, that this would be stimulative and 
would be very well-received, not just in the 
financial markets, but by business and par- 
ticularly small business that'll have a better 
shot now at creating something. 

But it would be much better if we could 
pass these incentives that we have: the invest- 
ment tax allowance, the first-time credit for 
homebuyers, $5000 we've proposed. I still 
feel that a capital gains wll sa cg a broad 
one, would create new businesses, new small 
businesses. We had some suggestions up 
here that Bill Archer and others have been 
very supportive of, and they have some of 
their own on IRA’s. So we need something 
that targets economic growth. My answer to 
the unemployment figures is please, now, 
Congress, do what you should have done 
some time ago in terms of stimulating the 
economy. It’s growing, but I want to see the 
growth more robust. 

The unemployment—there are too many 
people out of work. The way to get them 
back to work is to stimulate so that you'll 
have creation of new jobs. The interest rates, 
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again, will help in this regard because I think 
it'll encourage existing businesses to more 
briskly go forward. But the views are mixed, 
the economy is still growing, and this figure, 
as I say, normally I think most experts would 
say a lagging indicator. But when—I'’ve al- 
ways said unemployment for one person, 
that’s 100 percent, and that’s too much. So 
we've got to keep moving until we get it back 
the way Id like to see it in terms of economic 
growth. 

I really do; I’ve got to go to work. You've 
already had a question, madam. 


The Economy 


Q. This figure means the recovery is 
stalled. 

Q. Following on the economy for a second. 
There is still so many people, though, who 
really question whether or not you get it in 
terms of—these numbers are optimistic, and 
yet, look at the numbers. 

The President. | get it. I said these num- 
bers are not good. But I’ve got an answer 
for it. The answer is that the Congress ought 
to pass these stimulants to the economy. And 
it is unarguable—— 

Congressmen. Hear, hear! 

The President. ——everybody feels that 
it would help, and get the economic growth 
more robust. The economy grew in 2.7 per- 
cent first quarter, and it’s going to grow this 
time. 

Q. So it’s the Congress’ fault? 

The President. I’m not trying to assign 
blame. You asked me what I’d do about it, 
and I’m saying, stimulate the economy. It’s 
the fault of the Democratic leadership that 
these economic growth provisions have not 
been enacted—yes, on that one. But hell, I'll 
take my share of the blame. Everybody 
should. 

Q. Mr. President 

The President. report the things that 
are just kind of negative out there. This econ- 
omy is growing. And yet, Mr. Lichter says 
that 92 percent and says everything’s bad. I 
mean, see, I'd like it a little more balanced. 
I'd like to see this thing moving on reality, 
not on misperception. 

Q. Do you always bring your—with you? 
[Laughter] 
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The President. I told them to keep this 
thing secret. Extraterrestrial who met with 
George Bush at Camp David—I told him, 
I said, if I’m going to meet with you—[laugh- 
ter|—I told him it was for me all along. There 
he is. [Laughter] 

Q. How do you stop blaming the media— 
every time you say people don’t know that 
there is real recovery—I mean, they've seen 
it today. 

The President. 2.7 percent growth. 

Q. Yes, but now you see what the unem- 
ployment is. 

The President. Well, I never said unem- 
ployment was perfect. I’ve been saying too 
many people are out of work. Let’s get them 
back to work by stimulating the economy. 

Q. the deficit reduction bill that bi- 
partisan House leaders 

The President. Deficit reduction? No, the 
first thing I’d like to see is have the Congress 
pass what I have just been proposing and 
have reproposed. 


Note: The President spoke at 10:23 a.m. in 
the House Chamber at the Capitol. The fol- 
lowing persons were referred to: Gail R. 
Wilensky, Deputy Assistant to the President 
for Policy Development; Rich Bond, chair- 
man of the Republican National Committee; 
and S. Robert Lichter, codirector, Center for 
Media and Public Affairs. A tape was not 
available for verification of the content of 
these remarks. 


Message to the Congress 
Transmitting Proposed Legislation 
on Health Care 


July 2, 1992 


To the Congress of the United States: 

I am pleased to transmit today for your 
immediate consideration and enactment the 
“Health Care Liability Reform and Quality 
of Care Improvement Act of 1992.” Also 
transmitted is a section-by-section analysis. 

This legislative proposal would assist in 
stemming the rising costs of health care 
caused by medical professional liability. Dur- 
ing recent years, the costs of defensive medi- 
cal practice and of litigation related to health 
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care disputes have had a substantial impact 
on the affordability and availability of quality 
medical care. The bill attacks these very seri- 
ous problems. 

The bill would establish incentives for 
States to adopt within 3 years quality assur- 
ance measures and tort reforms. In addition, 
the health care reforms would apply to medi- 
cal care and treatment funded through spe- 
cific Federal programs pertaining to health 
care and employee benefits and to claims 
under the Federal Tort Claims Act. The tort 
reforms include: (1) a reasonable cap on non- 
economic damages; (2) the elimination of 
joint and several liability for those damages; 
(3) prohibiting double recoveries by plain- 
tiffs; and (4) permitting health care providers 
to pay damages for future costs periodically 
rather than in a lump sum. 

Last year I recommended enactment of 
the “Health Care Liability Reform and Qual- 
ity of Care Improvement Act of 1991.” The 
enclosed bill includes the core provisions of 
that bill and expands its scope to ensure that 
treatment under federally funded health care 
and Federal employee benefit programs is 
subject to key reforms regardless of State ac- 
tion. Claims arising from such health care 
would first be considered through a fair sys- 
tem of nonbinding arbitration, in an effort 
to resolve the claims without litigation. 

I urge the prompt and favorable consider- 
ation of this proposal, which would com- 
plement the other initiatives the Administra- 
tion is undertaking regarding malpractice 
and quality of care. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
July 2, 1992. 


The President’s News Conference 
With Foreign Journalists 
July 2, 1992 


The President. Thank you very much. 
And let me read a brief statement before re- 
sponding to your questions. 

Before I leave for Europe, I want to say 
just a few words about wo I believe it is 
so important to the American people that I 
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make this trip. Thanks to the courage and 
the sacrifice of millions of Americans, we’ve 
won the cold war, we and our allies standing 
shoulder-to-shoulder. Our task now is to se- 
cure the peace, to build an expanding world 
economy, one that opens new markets 
abroad and creates new jobs here at home. 
Our task will not be completed on one 5- 
day trip. But we can, at these meetings, ad- 
vance the well-being of all of our country- 
men, my countrymen. 

In the new global economy now emerging, 
America’s economic interests don’t stop at 
the water's edge. And we will not prosper 
in a world stifled by trading blocs and tariff 
barriers. Seventy percent of our economic 
growth in the last 5 years has come from ex- 
ports. And I will continue to fight for more 
economic growth, and that means free trade. 
Our progress so far has been substantial. Al- 
ready the new democracies of the East are 
becoming attractive sites for U.S. investment, 
and nearly $2 billion committed this year 
alone. Those investments will help our allies 
secure democracy’s great gains and create 
jobs for American workers. And that’s my 
mission, to secure these benefits for America 
and the world. 

In Warsaw, birthplace of the Revolution 
of ’89, I will stand with the Polish people, 
show our support for their efforts to consoli- 
date their hard-won freedom. In Munich, I 
will work with leaders of the world’s great 
industrialized democracies to build a new 
world economy. I'll also meet with President 
Yeltsin to build on the historic steps that we 
took right here at the White House and to 
underscore our strong support for Russia’s 
reforms. On this one there can be no doubt: 
An investment in Russian democracy is an 
investment in world peace. And finally, in 
Helsinki, I will meet for the first time with 
members of a CSCE not divided East from 
West but united in a democratic community 
of more than 50 nations. 

So let me just add one point here on the 
eve of the Fourth of July: We must not for- 
get, must never forget, that in Europe today 
rests 20 million American bodies—excuse 
me—20 American military cemeteries. I’ve 
been to a couple of them. And we must en- 
sure that there will never be a 21st. 
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Look at how far we've already come. When 
I took office 3 years ago, adversaries faced 
us across a divided Europe. Today, the new 
democracies of Central and Eastern Europe 
are our partners. And the threat of nuclear 
war is more distant now than at any time 
since the advent of the nuclear age. And 
think of what that means, not for presidents 
or prime ministers, not for historians or 
heads of state, but for parents and their chil- 
dren. It means a future free from fear. 

For much of this century, it’s been Ameri- 
ca’s destiny to stand for liberty and against 
intolerance and to fight for freedom against 
oppression. And now at long last the moment 
has come for the lovers of freedom around 
the world to reap the rewards of our vigi- 
lance. The opportunity we face is historic, 
the first chance in more than a half century 
to build democratic peace and prosperity for 
America and for the world. This trip will, in 
my view, bring us just one step, but another 
step, closer to our goal. 

Now I'd be glad to take some questions. 


Polish Reforms 


Q. Mr. President, Secretary Baker the 
other day said that you would be discussing 
with President Walesa some new ideas on 
advancement of Polish reforms. What will 
they be? 

The President. 1 can’t give you the exact 
detail. I think it would be inappropriate be- 
fore meeting with the ations 3h We have 
some ideas that would help stimulate invest- 
ment. We salute President Walesa for what 
he’s been able to do in reform already. It 
has not been easy. And there are serious 
questions that remain. But I’d prefer not to 
go into the details of what we might be dis- 
cussing with him. As you know, the govern- 
ment’s in transition, and I think it would be 
most appropriate to talk the specifics with 
him. 

But let me just reaffirm the interest in the 
United States not only in reforms but the 
reforms that lead to further American invest- 
ment. So it will be along the lines of what 
we can do to further stimulate trade but also 
U.S. investment in Poland. I think we’ve had 
a good start, but we need to go further. Sta- 
bilization is the subject that we'll be talking 
about, too. 
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Aid to Russia and G-7 Membership 


Q. Mr. President, could you tell us, please, 
what will be your agenda for meeting with 
President Yeltsin? Will it be just an update 
of what you discussed here in Washington, 
sir, a month ago, or there will be new propos- 
als, new initiatives? And secondly, this is the 
second time a Russian leader has been in- 
vited to a G~7 summit. The last time, it was 
back, of course, last year when Gorbachev 
was still the President of the Soviet Union. 
Do you think that Russia will be a permanent 
member of the G—7 sometime soon? 

The President. On your first question, 
yes, there will be an update, because we've 
really spent a lot of time. The time we spent 
floating around on that boat on the Severn 
near Annapolis was total work time. In other 
words, we reviewed not just the things we 
talked about in our formal meetings, but we 
reviewed a wide array of other i So 
there’s some updating that needs to be done. 
One of the things I want to update him on 
is where we stand on what we call the 
“FREEDOM Support Act.” And I hope 
there will be action on that before I leave, 
in the Senate. He is not expecting that the 
full Congress act on that before we meet in 
Munich. 

So we'll talk about the “FREEDOM Sup- 
port Act.” And it'll really, I would say, be 
a follow up on the discussions we had. He 
gave me a review of all the problems and 
the gains and the different crosscurrents in 
the former countries of the C.I.S., of the So- 
viet empire. We discussed a lot of these 
things. So I’m anxious to get updated from 
him on all of that. 

And on the G-7, I will be prepared to dis- 
cuss this, making it the G—8, if you will. 
These are, as we all know, meetings of the 
major economic powers. And certainly with 
Japan there and with the current members 
of the G-7, European members and Canada 
as well, that’s what it’s been up to date. Well, 
Russian economy is enormous. And they 
have big problems. But their size gives them 
a unique standing. So we'll have to see. I 
know other countries want to be in there. 
But Russia, because of its size and because 
of Yeltsin’s coming at the invitation of 
Helmut Kohl, certainly we'll have that sub- 
ject on the agenda. I can’t say how I think 
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it’s going to work out because I just don’t 
know. 

Q. Do you support it? 

The President. That's right. 


GATT Negotiations 


Q. Mr. President, in the last summits in 
Houston and London, there were nice words 
and beautiful commitments on the GATT ne- 
gotiations, but no results. Do you expect the 
same in Munich? 

The President. Well, I don’t think the 
Munich summit will be dominated by the 
GATT talks. In fact, I talked to Chancellor 
Kohl in the last couple of days. And it is nei- 
ther his desires nor mine, nor the desire of 
any of the European leaders or indeed Brian 
Mulroney or, indeed Prime Minister 
Miyazawa to have that happen. I think it will 
be talked about, but it isn’t going to be the 
major area of discussion. I am still not giving 
up on trying to get something done before 
then. But there’s very little time left. And 
we are still in constant discussion with var- 
ious European leaders about this. 

I'd like to have seen it worked out before 
then. But definitely progress has been made 
in closing the gap since the last—I believe 
you put in the timeframe of the last G-7 
meeting. And a lot of the differences have 
been narrowed. But we still have some big 
ones, differences, and agriculture as you 
know remains the major stumbling block. 
But we’re not going to give up on it. If we 
don’t get something, some major break- 
through today or tomorrow, we're just going 
to keep on going because it is in the interest 
of the whole world. And I'll tell you the major 
beneficiaries of this would be the Third 
World. Trade for them offers them far better 
opportunities than just aid. So, we'll keep 
pushing on it. 


Nuclear Weapons Transfer 


Q. Mr. President, with regard to your an- 
nouncement this morning about the comple- 
tion of the withdrawal of land and sea-based 
tactical nuclear weapons, what is its policy 
implication for the Asia and Pacific region, 
particularly in regard with your “neither con- 
firm nor deny” nuclear weapons transfer 
principle? 

The President. What announcement are 
you referring to, sir? 
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Q. It’s a statement. 

Q. Tactical weapons. 

The President. What? 

Q. It was out of NATO. 

Mr. Fitzwater. That they completed the 
pull-out of the tactical nuclear weapons. 

Q. It’s a worldwide withdrawal. 

The President. Oh. Well, I mean that’s 
just a progress report, and I don’t think it 
has anything beyond what’s on the face of 
it. We said what we were going to do, and 
we've done it. And that’s a good thing. But 
I don’t think it has any implications for the 
old nuclear presence argument that affected 
many of our friends around the world. I 
mean, that’s up for them to decide. I mean, 
we've made the statement; it seems to me 
that it might clear the way for resolution of 
differences we’ve had with some countries, 
but that’s up for them to decide. 

Our statement is still neither confirm nor 
deny, but where we've said we don’t have 
these weapons on board, we mean it. And 
they're not there. So, if that opens the doors 
for others, so much the better. I’m thinking 
of New Zealand and other countries where 
we've had, everyone knows, great differences 
on this. 


Korean Peninsula 


Q. Do you think it will have a positive im- 
pact on the Korean Peninsula? 

The President. Oh, yes, I would hope it 
would. That’s a very important point, and yes, 
I think it would. I think it should. I don’t 
think there’s anything new on them. In other 
words, I think that’s been discounted, but I 
think it’s evidence of our good faith. I am 
convinced that the move should be up to 
North Korea to meet the international stand- 
ards, to comply with IAEA and other rules. 
But the main thing is they've got to dispel 
the mistrust that exists regarding North 
Korea, and the way to do that is to 3 open, 
openness in terms of inspections. 

This is an international press conference, 
and I’m trying to favor those who come from 
other countries or are accredited here from 
foreign journals of one kind or another. And 
I would only ask understanding and forbear- 
ance from the American White House press 
corps, championed by the front row lai, 
They are very understanding as a rule, and 
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in this time I would appeal to them to under- 
stand when I drift off and recognize others 
than the illustrious dean sitting in the front 
row. 


North American Free Trade Agreement 


Q. Mr. President, will you be signing a 
North American free trade deal in San Diego 
in a couple of weeks, as reported today . 
the Journal of Commerce with Prime Min- 
ister Mulroney and President Salinas? And 
can you comment on the negotiations? 

The President. One, I don’t know about 
what we'll be signing. That is not a scheduled 
event at this time. I’d love to think we can 
get the differences ironed out by then, but 
I don’t want to set artificial timetables. We’ve 
had some differences with Mexico, but I'll 
tell you one thing: The negotiations have 
been serious. Again, I'll give the same answer 
I gave on the Uruguay round, the differences 
have been narrowed considerably. They 
know the areas that we’re having difficulties 
with, and we know theirs, but I just don’t 
know about any timetable of that nature. It 
has not come to me that we are going to 
be ready. What has come from me to our 
negotiators is to get politics out of the way, 
if any is in there, and sign a good agreement 
so I can sign or initial a good agreement as 
soon as possible. 

So I want to take this opportunity to say 
there isn’t any politics involved in this. I keep 
reading well, the President may not want to 
take a deal up to the Hill or have it on the 
Hill, and that is not true. It is in the interest 
of the United States of America to get a good 
free trade agreement with North America, 
with Canada and Mexico. So that’s all. So 
we have no timetable set, but again it’s like 
GATT. I'd like to just keep pushing and get 
it done as soon as possible. I talked to Presi- 
dent Salinas about 10 days ago and then sub- 
sequently talked to our negotiators. He’s 
done the same thing. Jaime Serra, I believe, 
has been here. I know others have. And we’re 
just going to keep on working on it. 
Yugoslavia 

Q. Mr. President, after some months of 
effort by various European institutions in- 
cluding the European Community, the 
CSCE, there is still fighting and bloodshed 


in Yugoslavia and particularly in Bosnia. Are 
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you disappointed with the performance of 
these European institutions so far, and how 
do you think this speaks of those who say 
it’s time for a European security pillar to re- 
place NATO? 

The President. Well, I don’t think it has 
anything to do with the replacement of 
NATO. I don’t believe that. I believe that 
the United Nations and individual European 
countries have made strong efforts to bring 
about peace. We started by backing Cyrus 
Vance as the negotiator for the United Na- 
tions. Lord Carrington, in my view, has tried 
very, very hard. He started off against enor- 
mous odds. He’s still engaged. And so I can’t 
fault anybody for the fact that we do not have 
peace there. We have been, as you know, 
supportive of the peace efforts but not trying 
to have taken the lead in the peace process. 
But I would resist saying I think this shows 
a failure to utilize NATO earlier on or any- 
thing of that nature. 

We remain committed to NATO. I think 
it is absolutely in the interest of the United 
States that a strong American presence be 
in NATO. As these different organizations 
are considered, I keep talking to our friends 
in Europe that NATO should be the prime 
organization there. And I think most of them, 
if not all, agree with that. So in this failure 
to bring tranquility to a troubled land or cer- 
tainly failure to get in the humanitarian sup- 
plies that are necessary, I don’t see any dim- 
inution of NATO's overall standing—if that 
was your question; I may have misunderstood 
it—at all. I salute the French President for 
what he did. That was not a multilateral ap- 
proach; that was something that he tried to 
do on his own. 

Some supplies are going in there now. I 
was very pleased to note, of all things, a pri- 
vate American venture went in there, the 
Americares, which is a wonderfully humane 
organization, had a plane land there at 9:05 
this morning, or maybe it was 9:05 their time. 
But nevertheless, some supplies are getting 
in there. 

The U.S. role has been to say, look, we 
want to help with the assistance, on a human- 
itarian basis. And that’s the role we're in. We 
are not in a forward-leaning role as terms 
of saying our objectives is to bring lasting 
peace to this troubled land. That’s what I’d 
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like to see happen. But I think the immediate 
goal should be relief effort to the people that 
are suffering. And the environment one time 
looks benign, and then it looks a little more 
hazardous. So we’ve got to thread through 
it, and we'll do our part. 

Q. To follow up, sir. You said that in the 

ast we've supported and not tried taking the 
fead. Should we interpret Mr. Cheney's 
statement this week as the Americans are 
now prepared to start taking the lead? 

The President. Well, no. I don’t think it 
was so much as taking the lead but doing 
our part. As you know, we have a substantial 
military presence in the area. And my posi- 
tion, Zz I know it’s Cheney’s, is we’re not 
ruling anything—or out. When I was talking 
about substantial presence, I’m talking pri- 
marily about the presence of our fleet there. 
I believe there’s two carrier battle groups in 
the Med, one of them now up in the Adriatic. 
But nobody should interpret that as other 
than the fact that we’re there. And beyond 
that, I can’t say what we will or won't do. 
I don’t think Cheney was signaling an in- 
creased, aggressive military presence there. 
And I think he’d answer the question the 
same way I do: that we’re not going to rule 
anything in; we're not going to rule it out. 

But I would say, we don’t want to appear 
to be kind of, quote, taking the lead, un- 
quote, when all this activity is going on. The 
French have been active, the Italians at the 
EC were very forward leaning and active, and 
that’s good. As far as we’re concerned, that’s 
fine. 


Japanese Constitution 


Q. On the occasion of the Japanese Prime 
Minister’s visit here, the Heritage Founda- 
tion issued a report recommending that to 
include Japan as a full and responsible, re- 
spected member of the international com- 
munity, the Bush administration should pri- 
vately urge Japan to start writing its own con- 
stitution. The report argues that the present 
Japanese Constitution, American-drafted 
one, particularly its renouncement of the use 
of force for even just and international and 
collective cause, makes Japan an exception 
to every other nation and somehow discour- 
ages responsible debate by the Japanese on 
international security issues. Some Japanese 
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political leaders already advocate the con- 
stitutional revision for a similar reason. And 
I know this is a matter that only the Japanese 
can decide; but from the standpoint of Ja- 
pan’s ally and global partner, would you be 
inclined to discourage or encourage a move- 
ment towards such constitutional revision? 

The President. I would be inclined to let 
Japan decide that by Japan’s self, if you will. 
I wouldn’t particularly like it if the Japanese 
Prime Minister told me what revisions we 
ought to have to the American Constitution. 
We're fighting that out all the time on the 
domestic scene. And I wouldn’t like it. So 
I would butt out of that. 

I will say we salute Japan for what they 
did in the Diet the other day, which moved 
a little more forward towards, I guess, the 
position that this foundation has advocated. 
But I'd leave it there. I’ve always been a little 
bit constrained when it comes to intervening 
in the internal matters of another country. 

I can see why the question is addressed. 
Some have criticized Japan for not doing 
more, but they're coming along. They're feel- 
ing their way along, and, in my view, they 
were very supportive in terms of Desert 
Storm, not with troops but of fulfilling their 
obligations. They've been very supportive of 
host country matters when we have military 
presence over there. They've taken this step 
in the Diet. And we support that, salute that. 
And I would leave the pace of change strictly 
up to the Japanese themselves. They have 
constitutional problems. They've got a keen 
sense of history. And they'll figure it out. And 
I'll stand at their side and be supportive. 


Canada 


Q. Mr. President, did you give the steel 
case that was recently filed by the industry 
the top-level attention you promised Prime 
Minister Mulroney when it came to Canada 
before the case was filed? And as a followup, 
did you agree with the industry filing and 
including Canada? 

The President. We give all these cases 
top-level consideration. We have laws in this 
country where people are allowed to bring 
their case to the various agencies. But, yes, 
I think that Prime Minister Mulroney had 
the distinct feeling that American politics 
were causing us to pull back into some kind 
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of a protectionist mood vis-a-vis Canada. And 
I see enough of these cases to be able to 
say to myself that this is not the case. And 
when there’s unfairness, the proper proce- 
dures will be followed. But I won’t go into 
any specific case, but I owe him that kind 
of reassurance. 


Yugoslavia 


Q. Mr. President, you said that you’re not 
ruling anything in or out with regard to Yugo- 
slavia. However, very senior people in your 
administration have made it clear that you 
do not intend to commit ground forces. You 
have many tens of thousands of troops in Eu- 
rope. That is a very major crisis taking place 
in a new Europe. If the United States is not 
prepared to commit ground forces in such 
a context, would it not be reasonable for Eu- 
ropeans to say, why are the Americans here, 
and for American taxpayers to be saying, 
what are we doing there? 

The President. I don’t know what spokes- 
man you're talking about, but I’ve pis pe 
ing here about what I will or won’t do. And 
under our system, the President of the Unit- 
ed States makes those decisions on the com- 
mitment of forces or not to commit forces. 
That’s one of the decisions that rests with 
me, not with anybody else, not the Congress, 
not anybody else. 

So no decision has been taken on that. And 
I have had no pressure, to try to respond 
fully, from the United States Congress or any 
citizens here, to say why aren’t we putting 
more troops into Sarajevo right now, for ex- 
ample. I haven’t had any feeling that there’s 
a great demand for that. What we want to 
do is play our part in the fulfillment of the 
mission to bring humanitarian relief in there. 
But I don’t think there’s a great eagerness 
to put American troops there on the ground 
or to send NATO in there. The United Na- 
tions has a role; they’re fulfilling the role. 

So I think you raise a good point. But I 
don’t think it will diminish support for NATO 
on the part of the American people. Or even 
from the Europeans, I don’t fain it'll dimin- 
ish support. 


NATO 

Q. The question is, sir, if you’re not going 
to intervene or not prepared or not very 
much inclined to intervene in a conflict of 
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that nature even in theory, then what are you 
doing in Europe? 

The President. We're there to guarantee 
the peace. And we’re there to say, we know 
history. And if we’d have stayed there in the 
_ with some presence, maybe we could 

ave averted some of the disaster that befell 
Europe. We’re there because Europe wants 
us there, too. Not only do we want to be 
there in a presence in the most efficient orga- 
nization of its kind, NATO, but I think the 
Europeans all want us there. In fact, I keep 
asking to be darned sure I’m right on that 
question. And they do. 

And so NATO is there. But that doesn’t 
mean when you have a humanitarian prob- 
lem here or you have internal divisions in 
any countries, and there are many turmoils 
based on ancient ethnic rivalries and hatreds 
that are cropping up, that automatically 
NATO goes to general quarters. That’s not 
NATO’s mission. There’s ways to decide 
whether NATO should be involved or not. 
And I tried to recite the history here of the 
United Nations role. And in this instance the 
United Nations has taken the lead. Some in- 
dividual European leaders have taken the 
lead. 

But I don’t see it as diminishing NATO’s 
standing or certainly as diminishing NATO’s 
commitment, the American people’s wanting 
NATO to still have a strong U.S. presence. 
Because the fact that they’re not in this crisis, 
you might turn to me after I finish answering 
that one and say, what about some of the 
other areas where there are trouble spots 
going on right now in what used to be the 
Soviet Union? There’s a lot of trouble spots. 
And my answer would be to that question, 
that because NATO is there and it is the most 
efficient peacekeeping organization that ex- 
ists, that doesn’t mean that it’s going to be 
injected into every single crisis area. So 
there’s other mechanisms set up for this one, 
and it’s a very complicated problem when 
I look at it. 

Somebody asked me, how is it different 
from, say, Desert Storm or from the invasion 
of one country from another? And as these 
countries sort out these enormously com- 
plicated problems, I make the point that that 
is different. They're internal to a degree, and 
yet they're new countries. But I make a point 
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that it is quite different than the overt inva- 
sion of one country by another. I’m sure 
some in Sarajevo might not agree with that, 
but I think the mission for NATO has to be 
looked at in terms of each crisis or each out- 
break of hostilities. And in this one, we’ve 
had other organizations that are trying to 
solve the problem. And you've had other 
countries that have been, on their own, trying 
to solve the problem. 

But I will do my level-best to see that this 
does not diminish NATO. I am absolutely 
convinced not only do we have a role there, 
but it’s an insurance policy, if you will, against 
the kinds of conflagrations that we’ve seen 
in the past. And so it will stay strong. And 
there will be some bumps in the road, but 
NATO is going to be the major organization 
of its kind anywhere in the world, I think. 

This is the last one, and then I really, ac- 
cording to Marlin, must be off. Twenty-three 
minutes, .47 seconds. 

Yugoslavia 

Q. Mr. President, but the impression is 
that United States are maybe too cautious, 
too uncertain on the Yugoslavia crisis; they 
don’t exactly know what to do. Can you tell 
me if it’s correct or wrong? 

The President. Well, I don’t think that 
it’s that we don’t know what to do. I can un- 
derstand somebody saying, well, why doesn’t 
the United States use its magnificent military 

wer one way or another to end all this suf- 
ering? But it’s not that we don’t know what 
to do; it is that we were trying to work with 
others in the ways I’ve outlined here to try 
to bring about an environment in which we 
can bring relief to the area. So, that’s the 
— I would answer the question. Did I get 
it 

Q. Yes. 

The President. Yes, that’s about it. I 
mean, the United States is not going to inject 
itself into every single crisis, no matter how 
heartrending, around the world. And where 
we try to work with the United Nations, for 
example, we have no apologies for that. 
There will be times when we have to take 
the lead, when we have to move forcefully, 
when we have a clear mission. I am not inter- 
ested in seeing one single United States sol- 
dier pinned down in some kind of a guerrilla 
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environment. We go in there, we're going 
to go in there and do what we said we're 
going to do and get out. And this environ- 
ment is a little complicated so that I could 
certify to the American people that’s what 
would happen. 

Q. Sir, what have you told Prime Minister 
Mulroney about the Canadian troops? Have 
you sent any special message to him as the 
Canadian troops went to—— 

The President. I gave him an ’atta boy. 
I saluted him for doing what they're doing 
with the United Nations. 

Q. Have you offered U.N. air cover for 
the convoy or any further convoys? 

The President. Well, we have not been 
asked to do that. But they’re doing a wonder- 
ful job over there. And I think the Canadians 
who have stepped forward deserve a great 
vote of thanks from the entire world for what 
they're doing. And when you see those pic- 
tures on the television and you see those cou- 
rageous people there, why, we salute them. 
But he has not asked for that. 

Let me put it this way: Canadian forces 
get in trouble, they’ve got some friends right 
here, right here, strong friends that are grate- 
ful to them and who respect them and have 
stood at their side before, and we’re not 
going to let a lot of Canadians get put into 
harm’s way without support. Put it that way. 


Note: The President’s 133d news conference 
began at 2:21 p.m. in Room 450 of the Old 
Executive Office Building. In his remarks, he 
referred to Jaime Serra, Secretary of Com- 
merce and Industrial Development of Mexico; 
Cyrus Vance, Special Negotiator for the Unit- 
ed Nations on Yugoslavia; and Lord Peter 
Carrington, Special European Communities 
Negotiator on Yugoslavia. 


Letter to Congressional Leaders on 
Trade With Colombia 


July 2, 1992 


Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:) 
Pursuant to section 203 of the Andean 
Trade Preference Act (ATPA) (19 U.S.C. 
3202), I wish to inform you of my intent to 
designate Colombia as a beneficiary of the 
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trade-liberalizing measures provided for in 
this Act. Designation will entitle the products 
of Colombia, except for products excluded 
statutorily, to duty-free treatment for a pe- 
riod ending on December 4, 2002. 

Designation is an important step for Co- 
lombia in its effort to fight against narcotics 
production and trafficking. The enhanced ac- 
cess to the U.S. market provided by the 
ATPA will encourage the production of and 
trade in legitimate products. 

My decision to designate Colombia results 
from consultations concluded in April 1992 
between this Administration and the Govern- 
ment of Colombia regarding the designation 
criteria set forth in section 203 of the ATPA. 
Colombia has demonstrated to my satisfac- 
tion that its laws, practices, and policies are 
in conformity with the designation criteria of 
the ATPA. The Government of Colombia has 
communicated on these matters by a letter 
to Ambassador Hills and in so doing has indi- 
cated its desire to be designated as a bene- 
ficiary. 

On the basis of the statements and assur- 
ances in Colombia’s letter, and taking into 
account information developed by the Unit- 
ed States Embassy and through other 
sources, I have concluded that designation 
is appropriate at this time. 

I am mindful that under section 203(e) of 
the ATPA, I retain the authority to suspend, 
withdraw, or limit the application of ATPA 
benefits from any designated country if a 
beneficiary's laws, policies, or practices are 
no longer in conformity with the designation 
criteria. The United States will keep abreast 
of developments in Colombia that are perti- 
nent to the designation criteria. 

This Administration looks forward to work- 
ing closely with the Government of Colombia 
and with the private sectors of the United 
States and Colombia to ensure that the wide- 
ranging opportunities opened by the ATPA 
are fully utilized. 

Sincerely, 


George Bush 


Note: Identical letters were sent to Thomas 
S. Foley, Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and Dan Quayle, President of 
the Senate. 
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Proclamation 6455—To Implement 
the Andean Trade Preference Act 
and To Designate Colombia as a 
Beneficiary Country and for Other 
Purposes 


July 2, 1992 
By the President of the United States 


of America 
A Proclamation 


1. Sections 202 and 204 of the Andean 
Trade Preference Act (ATPA) (19 U.S.C. 
3201 and 3203) confer authority upon the 
President to proclaim duty-free treatment for 
all eligible articles, and duty reductions for 
certain other articles, that are the product 
of any country designated as a “beneficiary 
country” in accordance with the provisions 
of section 203 of the ATPA (19 U.S.C. 3202). 

2. Pursuant to section 203(b)(2) of the 
ATPA (19 U.S.C. 3202(b)(2)), I have notified 
the House of Representatives and the Senate 
of my intention to designate Colombia as a 
beneficiary country for purposes of the 
ATPA, together with the considerations en- 
tering into such decision. 

3. In order to implement the tariff treat- 
ment provided under the ATPA, it is nec- 
essary to modify the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States (HTS), thus 
incorporating the substance of relevant pro- 
visions of the ATPA, pursuant to section 604 
of the Trade Act of 1974 (the Trade Act) 
(19 U.S.C. 2483). 

4. In order to implement the tariff treat- 
ment provided for in the Caribbean Basin 
Economic Recovery Act, as amended 
(CBERA) (19 U.S.C. 2701, et seq.), I have 
determined that it is necessary and appro- 
priate to correct the designation in the HTS 
of certain articles with respect to their eligi- 
bility under the CBERA. 

Now, Therefore, I, George Bush, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, acting 
under the authority vested in me by the Con- 
stitution and the laws of the United States 
of America, including but not limited to the 
ATPA, the CBERA, and section 604 of the 
Trade Act, do proclaim that: 

(1) A modification to general note 
3(c)(i)(A) and a new general note 3(c)(ix), as 
set forth in sections (a)(1) and (2) of the 
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Annex to this proclamation, are inserted in 
numerical sequence in the general notes to 
the HTS. 

(2) Colombia is hereby designated as a 
beneficiary country under the ATPA. 

(3) In order to afford duty-free entry to 
eligible products of designated beneficiary 
countries under the ATPA, the HTS is modi- 
fied as set forth in sections (a)(3) and (4) of 
the Annex to this proclamation. 

(4) In order to afford duty-free entry to 
eligible products of designated beneficiary 
countries under the ATPA and to implement 
the tariff treatment provided for in the 
CBERA, the HTS is modified as set forth 
in sections (a)(5), (6), (7), (8), and (9) of the 
Annex to this proclamation. 

(5) In order to afford staged duty reduc- 
tions to certain other products of designated 
beneficiary countries under the ATPA, the 
HTS is further modified as set forth in sec- 
tion (b) of the Annex to this proclamation. 

(6) Any provisions of previous proclama- 
tions and Executive orders inconsistent with 
the provisions of this proclamation are here- 
by superseded to the extent of such inconsist- 
ency. 

(7)(a) The modifications made by para- 
graphs (1), (2), (3), and (4) of this proclama- 
tion shall be effective with respect to articles 
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse for 
consumption, on or after 15 days after the 
date of publication of this proclamation in 
the Federal Register. 

(b) The modifications made by paragraph 
(5) to this proclamation shall be effective 
with respect to articles entered, or withdrawn 
from warehouse for consumption, on or after 
the dates set forth in section (b) of the Annex 
to this proclamation. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 
my hand this second day of July, in the year 
of our Lord nineteen hundred and ninety- 
two, and of the Independence of the United 
States of America the two hundred and six- 
teenth. 


George Bush 


[ Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 
10:25 a.m., July 6, 1992] 
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Note: This proclamation and its annex will 
be published in the Federal Register on July 
7. 


Letter to Congressional Leaders on 
Trade With Bolivia 


July 2, 1992 


Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. President:) 

Pursuant to section 203 of the Andean 
Trade Preference Act (ATPA) (19 U.S.C. 
3202), I wish to inform you of my intent to 
designate Bolivia as a beneficiary of the 
trade-liberalizing measures provided for in 
this Act. Designation will entitle the products 
of Bolivia, except for products excluded 
statutorily, to duty-free treatment for a pe- 
riod ending on December 4, 2002. 

Designation is an important step for Bo- 
livia in its effort to fight against narcotics pro- 
duction and trafficking. The enhanced access 
to the U.S. market provided by the ATPA 
will encourage the production of and trade 
in legitimate products. 

My decision to designate Bolivia results 
from consultations concluded in April 1992 
between this Administration and the Govern- 
ment of Bolivia regarding the designation cri- 
teria set forth in section 203 of the ATPA. 
Bolivia has demonstrated to my satisfaction 
that its laws, practices, and policies are in 
conformity with the designation criteria of 
the ATPA. The Government of Bolivia has 
communicated on these matters by a letter 
to Ambassador Hills and in so doing has indi- 
cated its desire to be designated as a bene- 
ficiary. 

On the basis of the statements and assur- 
ances in Bolivia’s letter, and taking into ac- 
count information developed by the United 
States Embassy and through other sources, 
I have concluded that designation is appro- 
priate at this time. 

I am mindful that under section 203(e) of 
the ATPA, I retain the authority to suspend, 
withdraw, or limit the application of ATPA 
benefits from any designated country if a 
beneficiary's laws, policies, or practices are 
no longer in conformity with the designation 
criteria. The United States will keep abreast 
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of developments in Bolivia that are pertinent 
to the designation criteria. 

This Administration looks forward to work- 
ing closely with the Government of Bolivia 
and with the private sectors of the United 
States and Bolivia to ensure that the wide- 
ranging opportunities opened by the ATPA 
are fully utilized. 

Sincerely, 


George Bush 


Note: Identical letters were sent to Thomas 
S. Foley, Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and Dan Quayle, President of 
the Senate. 


Proclamation 6456—To Designate 
Bolivia as a Beneficiary Country for 
Purposes of the Andean Trade 
Preterence Act 


July 2, 1992 


By the President of the United States 
of America 


A Proclamation 


1. Sections 202 and 204 of the Andean 
Trade Preference Act (ATPA) (19 U.S.C. 
3201 and 3203) confer authority upon the 
President to proclaim duty-free treatment for 
all eligible articles, and duty reductions for 
certain other articles, that are the product 
of any country designated as a “beneficiary 
country” in accordance with the provisions 
of section 203 of the ATPA (19 U.S.C. 3202). 

2. Pursuant to section 203(b)(2) of the 
ATPA (19 U.S.C. 3202(b)(2)), I have notified 
the House of Representatives and the Senate 
of my intention to designate Bolivia as a ben- 
eficiary country for purposes of the ATPA, 
together with the considerations entering 
into such decision. 

3. In order to make this designation under 
the ATPA, it is necessary to modify general 
note 3(c)(ix) to the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States (HTS), thus 
incorporating the substance of this des- 
ignation under the ATPA, pursuant to section 
604 of the Trade Act of 1974 (the Trade Act) 
(19 U.S.C. 2483). 
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Now, Therefore, I, George Bush, Presi- 
dent of the United States of America, acting 
under the authority vested in me by the Con- 
stitution and the laws of the United States 
of America, including but not limited to the 
ATPA and section 604 of the Trade Act, do 
proclaim that: 

(1) General note 3(c)(ix)(A) to the HTS 
is modified by inserting in alphabetical se- 
quence “Bolivia”, which is hereby designated 
as a beneficiary country under the ATPA. 

(2) Any provisions of previous proclama- 
tions and Executive orders inconsistent with 
the provisions of this proclamation are here- 
by superseded to the extent of such inconsist- 
ency. 

(3) The modifications made by this procla- 
mation shall be effective with respect to arti- 
cles entered, or withdrawn from warehouse 
for consumption, on or after 15 days after 
the date of publication of this proclamation 
in the Federal Register. 

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set 


my hand this second day of July in the year 


of our Lord nineteen hundred and ninety- 
two, and of the Independence of the United 
States of America the two hundred and six- 
teenth. 


George Bush 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 
10:46 a.m., July 6, 1992] 


Note: The proclamation will be published in 
the Federal Register on July 7. 


Statement on the Nuclear Weapons 
Initiative 
July 2, 1992 


In the wake of the momentous changes 
in what was then the Soviet Union, last Sep- 
tember 27 in an address to the Nation from 
the Oval Office I directed that the United 
States undertake dramatic changes and re- 
ductions in our nuclear arsenal and chal- 
lenged the Soviet leadership to go down the 
same road with us. In that speech, I directed 
that the United States bring home from over- 
seas and destroy our entire worldwide inven- 
tory of ground-launched theater nuclear 
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weapons. At the same time, I announced that 
the United States would withdraw all tactical 
nuclear weapons from its surface ships, at- 
tack submarines, and those nuclear weapons 
associated with our land-based naval aircraft. 
Many of these are to be dismantled and de- 
stroyed. 

Today I can tell you that all of the planned 
withdrawals are complete. All ground- 
launched tactical nuclear weapons have been 
returned to U.S. territory, as have all naval 
tactical nuclear weapons. Those weapons 
designated to be destroyed are being retired 
and scheduled for destruction. 

These historic measures would not have 
been possible without the full support of our 
allies around the world and without the far- 
sighted and courageous leadership of Russian 
President Boris Yeltsin, Ukrainian President 
Leonid Kravchuk, Republic of Kazakhstan 
President Nursultan Nazarbayev, and Chair- 
man of the Supreme Soviet of the Republic 
of Byelarus Stanislav Shushkevich. They 
pledged to honor Soviet commitments to 
take comparable steps reducing tactical nu- 
clear weapons. It is important that the imple- 
mentation of these commitments be success- 
fully concluded. 

Now I look forward to the prompt ratifica- 
tion of START and to concluding a treaty 
on the even more far-reaching reductions 
President Yeltsin and I announced at the re- 
cent summit in Washington. 


Letter to Congressional Leaders 
Transmitting a Report on Adherence 
to Arms Control Treaty Obligations 
July 2, 1992 


Dear Mr. Speaker: (Dear Mr. Chairman:) 

I am pleased to transmit a report on the 
adherence of the United States to arms con- 
trol treaty obligations and on problems relat- 
ed to compliance by other nations with the 
provisions of arms control agreements to 
which the United States is a party. I am trans- 
mitting the classified and unclassified ver- 
sions of the report. 

This report was prepared by the United 
States Arms Control and Disarmament 
Agency in coordination with the Depart- 
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ments of State, Defense, and Energy, as well 
as the Joint Staff and the Intelligence Com- 
munity. 

The United States will continue to make 
clear that it expects scrupulous compliance 
from its arms control treaty partners and that 
full compliance is essential to a meaningful 
arms controls process. For its part, the Unit- 
ed States will continue to take seriously its 
commitments to arms control agreements, to 
set rigid standards and detailed procedures 
for assuring that it meets these obligations, 
and to correct any errors in U.S. implementa- 
tion that arise. 

Sincerely, 


George Bush 


Note: Identical letters were sent to Thomas 
S. Foley, Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and Claiborne Pell, Chairman 
of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. 


Message to the Congress 
Transmitting a Report on Nuclear 
Nonproliferation 

July 2, 1992 


To the Congress of the United States: 

I have reviewed the activities of the United 
States Government departments and agen- 
cies during calendar year 199] related to pre- 
venting nuclear proliferation, and I am 
pleased to submit my annual report pursuant 
to section 601(a) of the Nuclear Non-Pro- 
liferation Act of 1978 (Public Law 95-242, 
22 U.S.C. 3281(a)). 

As the report demonstrates, the United 
States continued its efforts during 1991 to 
prevent the spread of nuclear explosives to 
additional countries, one of my highest prior- 
ities. The events of the past year in Iraq and 
elsewhere underline the importance of these 
efforts to preserving our national security, by 
reducing the risk of war and increasing inter- 
national stability. I am determined to build 
on the achievements discussed in this report 
and to work with the Congress toward our 
common goal: a safer and more secure future 


for all human kind. 
George Bush 


The White House, 
July 2, 1992. 
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Message to the Senate Returnin 
Without Approval the National 
Registration Act of 1992 


oter 


July 2, 1992 


To the Senate of the United States:6 

I am returning herewith without my ap- 
proval S. 250, the “National Voter Reg- 
istration Act of 1992.” 


This Administration strongly supports the 
goal of increasing participation in the elec- 
toral process. We have worked with leaders 
of both parties in an attempt to produce leg- 
islation that would accomplish : purpose. 
S. 250, however, would impose unnecessary, 
burdensome, expensive, and constitutionally 
questionable Federal regulation on the States 
in an area of traditional State authority. It 
would also expose the election process to an 
unacceptable risk of fraud and corruption 
without any reason to believe that it would 
increase electoral participation to any signifi- 
cant degree. 


No justification has been demonstrated for 
the extensive procedural requirements—and 
significant sdiahel costs—imposed on the 
States by this bill. The proponents of S. 250 
simply have not made the case that requiring 
the States to make voter registration easier 
will translate into increased voter participa- 
tion at the polls. Indeed, a recent study by 
the Federal Election Commission suggests 
that registration requirements have no sig- 
nificant effect on participation rates. In addi- 
tion, to the extent that State registration re- 
quirements discriminate against minority 
groups, the Voting Rights Act already pro- 
vides an adequate remedy. 


S. 250 would exempt from compliance 
with its requirements any State adopting an 
election day registration system. This exemp- 
tion could create a compelling incentive for 
a State to adopt such a system, under which 
verification of voter eligibility is difficult. 
Thus, the bill would increase substantially 
the risk of voting fraud. It would not, how- 
ever, provide sufficient authority for Federal 
law enforcement officials to respond to any 
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resulting increases in election crime and pub- 
lic corruption. 


It is critical that the States retain the au- 
thority to tailor voter registration procedures 
to unique local circumstances. S. 250 would 
prevent the States from doing this by forcing 
them to implement federally mandated and 
nationally standardized voter registration 
procedures. It would also restrict severely 
their ability to remove from the voter rolls 
the names of persons who have not voted 
in several years and who thus can be pre- 
sumed fairly to have died or moved out of 
the jurisdiction. Enactment of S. 250 would 
deny the States their historic freedom to gov- 
ern their own electoral processes and would 
contravene the important principles of fed- 
eralism on which our country was founded. 


S. 250 is constitutionally suspect. Although 
the Supreme Court has recognized that the 
Congress has general power to regulate Fed- 
eral elections to the extent necessary to pre- 
vent fraud and preserve the integrity of the 
electoral process, there has been no sugges- 
tion that S. 250 would serve that goal. Nor 
has there been any showing that the bill is 
necessary to eliminate discriminatory prac- 
tices. Accordingly, there is a serious con- 
stitutional question whether the Congress 
has the power to enact this legislation. 


I support legislation that would assist the 
States in implementing appropriate reforms 
in order to make voter registration easier for 
the American public. I cannot, however, ac- 
cept legislation that imposes an unnecessary 
and costly Federal regime on the States and 
that is, in addition, an open invitation to fraud 
and corruption. 


For the reasons discussed above, I am re- 
turning S. 250 without my approval. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
July 2, 1992. 
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Nomination of Mack F. Mattingly To 
Be United States Ambassador to the 
Seychelles 


July 2, 1992 


The President today announced his inten- 
tion to nominate Mack F. Mattingly, of Geor- 
gia, to be Ambassador of the United States 
of America to the Republic of Seychelles. He 
would succeed Richard W. Carlson. 


Since 1990, Senator Mattingly has served 
as a national and caneunetiedl speaker and 
writer on economic, defense, foreign policy, 
and political issues; a business adviser; and 
self-employed entrepreneur. From 1987 to 
1990, he served as Assistant Secretary Gen- 
eral for Defense Support for NATO in Brus- 
sels, Belgium. He served as a U.S. Senator 
from Georgia, 1981-87. 


Senator Mattingly graduated from Indiana 
University (B.S., 1957). He served in the U.S. 
Air Force, 1951-55. He was born January 7, 
1931, in Anderson, IN. Senator Mattingly is 
married, has two children, and resides in 
Saint Simons Island, GA. 


Nomination of Mary C. Pendleton To 
Be United States Ambassador to 
Moldova 


July 2, 1992 


The President today announced his inten- 
tion to nominate Mary C. Pendleton, of Vir- 
ginia, a career member of the Foreign Serv- 
ice, class one, to be Ambassador of the Unit- 
ed States of America to the Republic of 
Moldova. 


Since 1990, Ms. Pendleton has served as 
Director of the Administrative Training Divi- 
sion at the School of Professional Studies at 
the Foreign Service Institute. From 1989 to 
1990, she was in senior training at the Na- 
tional Defense University Industrial College 
of the Armed Forces. Ms. Pendleton has 
served as a Foreign Service officer at the De- 
partment of State in several positions since 
1975, including: administrative counselor at 
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the American Embassy in Bucharest, Roma- 
nia, 1987-89; post management officer in the 
Bureau of European and Canadian Affairs, 
1984-87; administrative officer at the Amer- 
ican Embassy in Lusaka, Zambia, 1982-84; 
a visa officer and staff aide at the American 
Embassy in Manila, Philippines, 1978-79; 
and a general services officer at the American 
Embassy in Khartoum, Sudan, 1976-77. 

Ms. Pendleton graduated from Spalding 
University (B.A., 1962) and Indiana Univer- 
sity (M.A., 1969). She was born June 15, 
1940, in Jefferson County, KY. Ms. Pendle- 
ton currently resides in Arlington, VA. 


Nomination of Stanley Tuemler 
Escudero To Be United States 
Ambassador to Tajikistan 


July 2, 1992 


The President today announced his inten- 
tion to nominate Stanley Tuemler Escudero, 
of Florida, a career member of the Senior 
Foreign Service, class of Counselor, to be 
Ambassador of the United States of America 
to the Republic of Tajikistan. 

Currently, Mr. Escudero serves as Chargé 
d’Affaires and interim at the American Em- 
bassy in Dushanbe, Republic of Tajikistan. 
Mr. Escudero has also served as: Counselor 
for Political Affairs at the U.S. Embassy in 
Cairo, Egypt, 1990-92; member of the senior 
seminar at the Foreign Service Institute, 
1989-90; political advisor to the commander- 
in-chief at Central Command in Tampa, FL, 
1987-89; Counselor for Political Affairs at 
the American Embassy in New Delhi, India, 
1984-87; legislative management officer in 
the Bureau of Congressional and Intergov- 
ernmental Affairs at the Department of 
State, 1981-84. Mr. Escudero has served in 
several other positions with the Department 
of State, including: Africa affairs officer in 
the Office of United Nations Political Affairs, 
Bureau of International Organization Affairs 
at the Department of State, 1977-80; Mo- 
rocco desk officer, 1975-77; and staff aide 
to the Ambassador and political officer at the 
American Embassy in Tehran, Iran, 1971- 
(es 
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Mr. Escudero graduated from the Univer- 
sity of Florida (B.A., 1965). He was born 
March 10, 1942, in Daytona Beach, FL Mr. 
Escudero is married, has two children, and 
resides in Dushanbe, Republic of Tajikistan. 


Nomination of John J. Easton, Jr., To 
Be an Assistant Secretary of Energy 
July 2, 1992 


The President today announced his inten- 
tion to nominate John J. Easton, Jr., of Ver- 
mont, to be Assistant Secretary of Energy for 
Domestic and International Energy Policy. 
This is a new position. 

Since 1989, Mr. Easton has served at the 
Department of Energy as General Counsel, 
1991-present; and as Assistant Secretary for 
International Affairs and Energy Emer- 
gencies, 1989-91. Prior to joining the De- 
partment of Energy, Mr. Easton served with 
the law firm of Miller, Eggleston and Rosen- 
berg, Ltd., 1987-89. Mr. Easton was twice 
elected attorney general of Vermont and 
served in that position from 1981 to 1985. 

Mr. Easton graduated from the University 
of Colorado (B.S., 1964), and Georgetown 
University (J.D., 1970). He served in the U.S. 
Air Force from 1964 to 1968. He was born 
June 16, 1943, in San Francisco, CA. Mr. 
Easton currently resides in Arlington, VA. 


Nomination of Kent N. Brown To Be 
United States Ambassador to the 
Republic of Georgia 


July 2, 1992 


The President today announced his inten- 
tion to nominate Kent N. Brown, of Virginia, 
a career member of the Senior Foreign Serv- 
ice, class of Counselor, to be Ambassador of 
the United States of America to the Republic 
of Georgia. 

Since 1990, Mr. Brown has served as polit- 
ical advisor to the Supreme Allied Com- 
mander, Supreme Headquarters Allied Pow- 
ers Europe in Casteau, Belgium. He has also 
served as: office director of the Bureau of 
Politico-Military Affairs at the Department 
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of State, 1988-90; senior political adviser for 
the U.S. Mutual and Balanced Force Reduc- 
tions and Conventional Forces in Europe 
Delegations in Vienna, 1984-88; a student 
at the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
Defense College in Rome, 1983-84; Con- 
sular and political officer at the American 
Embassy in Moscow, 1980-83; and inter- 
national affairs officer for the Bureau of Eu- 
ropean Affairs at the Department of State, 
1975-79. 

Mr. Brown graduated from the University 
of California, Davis, (B.A., 1964; M.A., 
1966). He has born May 7, 1944, in Oakland, 
CA. Mr. Brown is married, has two children, 
and resides in Casteau, Belgium. 


Remarks and an Exchange With 
Reporters on — for Camp 
David, Marylan 


July 2, 1992 


The President. 1 have two subjects I want 
to address very briefly before we leave here. 

First, on the unemployment extension bill. 
This afternoon, the House passed an unem- 
ployment bill, and the Senate is expected to 
act shortly; it may have already moved. But 
the bill that came out of the House-Senate 
conference is a good one. It took the best 
of the House a Senate positions, it’s paid 
for, and it does not violate the budget agree- 
ment, and it preserves the fiscal discipline 
that is so vital to our economic recovery. 
There are no new taxes in the bill. It doesn’t 
raise unemployment taxes or raise the unem- 
ployment wage-base. Most of the objectional 
policies were dropped from it. The extra ben- 
efits will give unemployed Americans as 
much as 52 weeks of unemployment insur- 
ance. This is an important safeguard for 
workers who still can’t find jobs as the econ- 
omy continues to grow. And I’m glad that 
we were able to bah out with the Congress 
in the last couple of days. The current pro- 
gram runs out on Saturday. I want to make 
sure that people keep getting these extended 
benefits. Therefore, I will sign this bill as 
soon as it reaches my desk. And I might say 
at the end of this statement, once again, I 
was very pleased to see the Fed move to re- 
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duce the rates because clearly that will have 
an economic stimulus that will help get this 
country back to work real fast. 

The second subject: I have just concluded 
another meeting on AIDS. And with me is 
Bishop Swing who ministers to many AIDS 
patients. He is in the forefront of the struggle 
against AIDS. He comes from San Francisco; 
a friend to Barbara and to me. Also, there 
was Dr. Burton Lee, my own personal physi- 
cian but who’s had an active role in AIDS. 
He was on the AIDS Commission before he 
came here. Mary Fisher who is personally 
involved with the disease. Dr. Fauci, one of 
our Nation’s leading researchers out at NIH. 
And we all met, and I mentioned, I think, 
Dr. Sullivan of HHS. But we met in there, 
and I was asking them how can I better con- 
vey the concern that I feel, and what can 
I do better to convey what we are doing? 
And I believe that I must have the Nation 
know that we’re all enmeshed in the pain 
that people feel about this disease, whether 
they have the disease, afflicted by it, or 
whether they're people who just want to 
help. I think it’s important to emphasize that 
progress has been made. And we listened to 
Dr. Fauci talk about the progress that’s been 
made, the hope that he and the other great 
researchers and scientists in this country 
have for progress on the vaccines, for exam- 
ple; the fact there are three different ways 
now to try to contain this disease. 

And then the third point is that the deter- 
mination that we all feel that we must win 
this battle. And the Bishop and Dr. Fauci 
pointed out to me something that I do know 
and perhaps have not articulated it. And that 
is that the United States has a key leadership 
role here. It’s a worldwide problem. And our 
science is on the cutting edge. Our research- 
ers aren’t the only ones doing the job, but 
they are doing a superb job. I just want oth- 
ers around the world to know that we share 
their concerns, and we want to share our 
science with anyone we possibly can help. 

And so it was that area. We talked a little 
bit—Lou did about—Lou Sullivan brought 
up the point he makes about the ADA bill 
where we are opposed to discrimination. And 
that bill, that forward civil rights legislation, 
addressed itself to that. 
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So it was a good meeting. And I will con- 
tinue to find ways to take to the Nation the 
concern that I feel, that Barbara feels, on 
this dreaded disease. It affects so many fami- 
lies. And we've got to make sure that we re- 
main doing everything we can. As we all 
know the funding for research is substantially 
up and the request for next year very strong. 
But I wish there was more even. But we'll 
keep doing our job. And I have learned a 
lot from my dear friend Bishop Swing, again. 
And also, I’m grateful to those others that 
attended the meeting. 

Thank you all very much. 


Family Life Executive Order 


Q. Have you received the letter from the 
Baptists concerning the position that you've 
taken with—their objection to your position 
on “20/20” about him hiring homosexuals? 
Not making a litmus test? 

The President. 1 didn’t hear—about that. 
I didn’t 

Q. The Christian Life Commission has 
sent you a letter and said it’s too late for 
meetings and that action is required on this 
policy. They’re asking you—— 

The President. What is that? 

Q. They're asking you to sign the proposed 
Executive order on family life—the defini- 
tion, sir? 

The President. Well, I'll have to take a 
look at what we're talking about here. 

Q. What about Magic Johnson’s concerns 
that he’s raised? 

The President. | think my position on 
family life is pretty well known to this coun- 
try. 

Q. Have you had any more communication 
with Magic? 

The President. No, and we've tried to get 
in touch with him. I asked Dr. Sullivan about 
that again. And I don’t know that—I know 
I haven’t been. But we have tried to get in 
touch with Magic Johnson. He’s a part of the 
Commission. We know their reservations. 
But there’s no hostility here. Anybody that 
has suggestions as to how I can do my job 
better in expressing the concerns that we feel 
as a Nation, so much the better. But I don’t 
know what his latest position is on this. But 
I'd be very anxious to hear from him and 
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to understand more clearly what his concerns 
are. 
Immigration Legislation 

Q. Are you open to a possible change in 
the immigration laws, sir? That’s been one 
of the major points of criticism. 

The President. Well, we discussed it a lit- 
tle bit. And I know there’s some concern on 
that. But I’d want to get some rec- 
ommendations from our expert before I com- 
mitted myself on it. 


The Economy 


Q. Mr. President, since you’ve staked so 
much of your reelection on the economic re- 
covery, bout the lagging unemployment, 
if it lags all the way to November, doesn’t 
that decrease your chances for reelection? 

The President. I don’t know, Jim [Jim 
Miklaszewski, NBC News]. I hear so many 
things that decrease, or some that increase, 
my chances. I feel that we all have a stake 
regardless of the politics and an improved 
economy. All I know is that we would not 
have unemployment at this level if I could 
have gotten our investment incentives passed 
by the Congress. And I say that not to blame 
anybody, but what I’ve felt has been nec- 
essary all along is economic stimulus. That’s 
why we had a specific program proposed, and 
most of it is languishing on Capitol Hill. 

Having said that, the economy is growing. 
Having said that, I am very much concerned 
about the unemployment figures. I still main- 
tain that unemployment is a lagging indicator 
because there are other things that are quite 
positive, including the fact that interest rates 
are even lower now than they've been. And 
that, inevitably, spurs investment and jobs. 

So there are mixed reports. One day we'll 
get a good statistic; another day we'll have 
one that isn’t so good. But when it involves 
human life, when it involves somebody want- 
ing to work that doesn’t have a job. Then, 
of course, we’re concerned about that. 

I don’t know about the political implica- 
tions, but I am convinced that the economy 
is continuing to improve. I’ve got to go. 


Note: The President spoke at 6:05 p.m. on 
the South Lawn at the White House. In his 
remarks, he referred to Reverend William E. 
Swing, Episcopal Bishop of the Diocese of 
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San Francisco. A tape was not availabe for 
verification of the content of these remarks. 


Radio Address to the Nation on 
Health Care Reform 


July 3, 1992 


Today, I’m asking all Americans to help 
me break a logjam holding up reform of our 
health care system. Health care in our coun- 
try is too expensive, too complicated. And 
too many times, the system is downright un- 
fair. 

I have proposed comprehensive reforms, 
including four pieces of legislation now wait- 
ing in Congress’ in-box. Americans could 
begin enjoying the benefits of reform right 
away if only Congress would act. 


Let me tell you about our plan, including 
my legislation and some initiatives by House 
and Senate Republicans. We would lower 
costs for patients and providers alike by keep- 
ing high taxes, costly litigation and big bu- 
reaucracies off their backs. We're fighting to 
give self-employed Americans the same tax 
advantages that big corporations already 
have, and that is being able to take 100 per- 
cent of health insurance premiums off their 
income taxes. 


Our legislation also would help small busi- 
ness and self-employed people get the same 
break as the big guys through new purchasing 
networks and broader risk pooling. That’s 
good, because it will help drive down health 
care costs for everyone. And House Repub- 
licans have a good idea to let both employers 
and employees contribute to new tax-free 
MediSave accounts for health care. 


It’s time to reform our antiquated system, 
move things into the electronic age. Our leg- 
islation would cut paperwork and red tape 
and put health insurance on a modern elec- 
tronic billing system. Going to the doctor 
should involve no more paperwork than 
using a credit card. I’ve also asked that horse- 
and-buggy era rules end, and that practices 
for patient records and consumer health in- 
formation be replaced with computerization. 
By the end of the decade, these two reforms 
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alone would save Americans an estimated 
$24 billion a year. 


Just this week I sent Congress a bill to 
curb the runaway costs of medical liability. 
Nearly every community in this country 
knows gifted medical people, conscientious 
men and women, who no longer use their 
talents and training because they’re afraid of 
being wiped out by damage suits. That's 
wrong. And it hurts every one of us. Every- 
where I travel in this country, people tell me 
Americans should make more effort helping 
each other instead of suing each other. And 
that’s why I’m asking Congress to pass my 
plan to put caps on damages and encourage 
settling disputes out of court. 


We need medical malpractice reform now. 
But there’s a logjam, the old-time liberal 
leadership in the Senate and the House stall- 
ing my reforms. While I want to curb the 
excessive damage awards in medical mal- 
practice cases, too many in that Capitol Hill 
crowd are too beholden to the trial lawyers’ 
lobby to act in the people’s interest. Where 
I want the freedom and the proven efficiency 
of the modern market to work, the old-time 
leadership wants Federal bureaucrats to con- 
trol prices and ration services. 


The biggest story of our time is the failure 
of socialism and all its empty promises, in- 
cluding nationalized health care and govern- 
ment price-setting. But somehow this news 
that shook the world hasn’t seeped through 
the doors of the Democratic cloakrooms on 
Capitol Hill. 


And that’s why I’m asking your help. Let’s 
get them the message. Americans deserve a 
better health care system. And they support 
the principles of my plan. Let’s get our Sen- 
ators and Congressmen off the dime and 
make them bring my plan to a vote. 


Thank you for listening. And may God 
bless the United States of America. 


Note: This address was recorded at 11:02 
a.m. on July 2 in the Oval Office at the White 
House for broadcast after 6 a.m. on July 3. 


A tape was not available for verification of 
the content of this address. 
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Statement on Signing the 
Unemployment Compensation 
Amendments of 1992 


July 3, 1992 


Today I am pleased to sign into law H.R. 
5260, the “Unemployment Compensation 
Amendments of 1992.” This legislation 
would extend the Emergency Unemploy- 
ment Compensation (EUC) program to 
March of next year. Without this extension, 
the EUC program would expire on July 4th. 

Unemployment has a profound effect on 
people’s lives. The extension of the EUC pro- 
gram is consistent with my strong and sus- 
tained commitment to providing needed as- 
sistance to the unemployed and their families 
while the economy recovers. These benefits 
will provide critical support to unemployed 
Americans until they can find jobs. I am 
pleased that the Administration and the Con- 
gress worked together successfully in the last 
few days to enact this important extension 
of benefits. 

I call on the Congress to move rapidly on 
my economic growth package, with hopefully 
the same bipartisan spirit of cooperation. En- 
actment of these reforms and incentives is 
essential to creating the jobs that all Ameri- 
cans want. Action on them is long overdue. 
I urge the Congress now to turn to this unfin- 
ished business and to quickly enact my pro- 
gram for economic growth and job creation 
to ensure a strong, sustained recovery and 
long-term economic prosperity for our Na- 
tion. 


George Bush 


The White House, 
July 3, 1992 


Note: An original was not available for ver- 
ification of the content of this statement. 


Statement by Press Secretary 
Fitzwater on the Andean Trade 
Preference Act 


July 3, 1992 


President Bush today proclaimed Bolivia 
and Colombia to be beneficiary countries 
under the Andean Trade Preference Act of 
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1991 (ATPA). These are the first two coun- 
tries to be designated under the ATPA. 

The ATPA is designed to help encourage 
a transition from the production of illicit 
drugs to legitimate ites in the Andean 
countries. Under the Act, beneficiary coun- 
tries may export a wide range of products 
to the United States on a duty-free or pref- 
erential tariff basis. 

The President’s action helps fulfill a com- 
mitment he made at the 1990 Cartagena 
drug summit to improve access to the U.S. 
market for exports from Andean countries. 
It is one element of the Bush administration’s 
war against international drug trafficking. 
The administration is continuing its review 
of the status of other potential beneficiaries, 
Peru and Ecuador. 


Statement by Press Secretary 
Fitzwater on the Macedonia 
Recognition Dispute 

July 3, 1992 


The President strongly supports early reso- 
lution of the dispute over recognition of the 
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia. In 
this connection, we welcome efforts of the 
European Community to find a solution, in- 
cluding those taken at the June 29 summit. 
The United States would support any solu- 
tion that is acceptable to the parties them- 
selves. The United States therefore stands 
ready to do what it can, in support of Euro- 
pean Community efforts, to help the parties 
solve this problem so that they can get on 
with a normal relationship. 





Points of Light Recognition Program 





The President named the following individ- 
uals and institutions as exemplars of his com- 
mitment to making community service 
central to the life and work of every Amer- 
ican. 





June 27 


Volunteers of the Center for Group Counsel- 
ing, of Boca Raton, FL 





1208 


June 28 


Volunteers of the Elbow Learning Lab, of Grif- 
fin, GA 


June 29 

Larry and Joanne Murphy, of Oneida, WI 
June 30 

Walter “Dean” Adams, of Abilene, TX 
July 1 

Barbara Stark, of Sacramento, CA 

July 2 


Volunteers of Washington Women’s Education 
and Employment (WWEE), of Takoma, WA 


July 3 
Rene and Nancy Bergeron, of Springfield, MO 





Digest of Other 
ite House Announcements 





The foilowing list includes the President’s 
public schedule and other items of general 
interest announced by the Office of the Press 
Secretary and not included elsewhere in this 
issue. 





June 28 


In the afternoon, the President and Mrs. 
Bush returned to the White House from a 
weekend stay at Camp David, MD. 


June 29 

In the morning, the President met at the 
White House with the Vice President; Sam- 
uel K. Skinner, Chief of Staff to the Presi- 
dent; Brent Scowcroft, Assistant to the Presi- 
dent for National Security Affairs; and mem- 
bers of the CIA briefing staff. The President 
then traveled to New York City where he 
attended a briefing at the Drug Enforcement 
Administration and held a roundtable discus- 
sion with New York State Conservative Party 
members at the New York Hilton Hotel. 

In the afternoon, the President traveled to 
Detroit, MI, where he attended an early 
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evening reception with the Michigan Team 
100 at the Westin Hotel. 

In the evening, the President returned to 
Washington, DC. 


June 30 

The President held morning meetings at 
the White House with: 

—General John Galvin, USA; 

—the Vice President; Samuel K. Skinner, 
Chief of Staff to the President; Brent 
Scowcroft, Assistant to the President for 
National Security Affairs; and members 
of the CIA briefing staff; 

—William J. Althouse of the U.S. Con- 
ference of Mayors; 

—Ambassador Malcolm Toon. 

In the afternoon, the President met with 

Samuel K. Skinner. 

In the evening, the President and Mrs. 
Bush hosted a picnic for the Diplomatic 
Corps on the South Lawn of the White 
House. 

The President announced that in keeping 
with his America 2000 education initiative, 
two historically black colleges, Clark-Atlanta 
University and Morris Brown College, have 
been selected to perform information science 
and training research under the Army’s Cen- 
ters of Excellence program. 


July 1 

The President held morning meetings at 
the White House with: 

—the Vice President; Samuel K. Skinner, 
Chief of Staff to the President; Brent 
Scowcroft, Assistant to the President for 
National Security Affairs; and members 
of the CIA briefing staff; 

—domestic advisers; 

—Samuel K. Skinner. 

Following their afternoon meeting, the 
President and Prime Minister Kiichi 
Miyazawa of Japan traveled to Camp David, 
MD, for private talks and dinner. 

In the evening, the President and Prime 
Minister Miyazawa traveled from Camp 
David, MD, to the Capital Center in Land- 
over, MD, where they were joined by Mrs. 
Bush and attended a Luciano Pavarotti con- 
cert. Following the concert, they returned to 
the White House. 





Administration of George Bush, 1992 


July 2 

The President held morning meetings at 
the White House with the Vice President; 
Samuel K. Skinner, Chief of Staff to the 
President; Brent Scowcroft, Assistant to the 
President for National Security Affairs; and 
members of the CIA briefing staff. 

In the afternoon, the President made a 
conference call to Bush-Quayle campaign 
and Republican Party leaders in the Oval Of- 
fice at the White House. 

In the evening, the President traveled to 
Camp David, MD. 

The President declared a major disaster 
exists in the State of California and ordered 
Federal aid to supplement State and local 
recovery efforts in the area struck by earth- 
quakes and continuing aftershocks that began 
on June 28. 

The President also declared a major disas- 
ter exists in the State of South Dakota and 
ordered Federal aid to supplement State and 
local recovery efforts in the area struck by 
severe storms, tornadoes, and flooding on 
June 13-23. 

The White House announced that Presi- 
dent Bush will meet with President Carlos 
Salinas de Gortari of Mexico in San Diego 
on July 14. 





Nominations 
Submitted to the Senate 





The following list does not include pro- 
motions of members of the Uniformed Serv- 
ices, nominations to the Service Academies, 
or nominations of Foreign Service officers. 





Submitted July 1 


Robert E. Martinez, 

of New Jersey, to be Associate Deputy Sec- 
retary of Transportation, vice Robert L. 
Pettit, resigned. 


John S. Simmons, 

of South Carolina, to be U.S. Attorney for 
the District of South Carolina for a term of 
4 years, vice E. Bart Daniel, resigned. 


Submitted July 2 


Richard Conway Casey, 

of New York, to be U.S. District Judge for 
the Southern District of New York, vice Rob- 
ert W. Sweet, retired. 


John J. Easton, Jr., 

of Vermont, to be an Assistant Secretary of 
Energy (Domestic and International Energy 
Policy). 


Stanley Tuemler Escudero, 

of Florida, a career member of the Senior 
Foreign Service, class of Counselor, to be 
Ambassador Extraordinary and  Pleni- 
potentiary of the United States of America 
to the Republic of Tajikistan. 


Kent N. Brown, 

of Virginia, a career member of the Senior 
Foreign Service, class of Counselor, to be 
Ambassador Extraordinary and  Pleni- 
potentiary of the United States of America 
to the Republic of Georgia. 


Ilana Diamond Rovner, 

of Illinois, to be U.S. Circuit Judge for the 
Seventh Circuit, vice Harlington Wood Jr., 
retired. 


John Phil Gilbert, 
of Illinois, to be U.S. District Judge for the 
Southern District of Illinois, vice James L. 
Foreman, retired. 


Mary C. Pendleton, 

of Virginia, a career member of the Foreign 
Service, class one, to be Ambassador Extraor- 
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America to the Republic of 
Moldova. 


Mack F. Mattingly, 

of Georgia, to be Ambassador Extraordinary 
and Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America to the Republic of Seychelles. 


Larry R. Hicks, 

of Nevada, to be U.S. District Judge for the 
District of Nevada, vice Edward C. Reed, Jr., 
retired. 
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John W. Sedwick, 
of Alaska, to be U.S. District Judge for the 
District of Alaska, vice Andrew J. Kleinfeld, 
position elevated. 





Checklist 
of White House Press Releases 





The following list contains releases of the Of- 
fice of the Press Secretary that are neither 
printed as items nor covered by entries in 
the Digest of Other White House Announce- 
ments. 





Released June 30 


Transcript: 

Press briefing on the Munich economic sum- 
mit—by Nicholas F. Brady, Secretary of the 
Treasury 


Statement: 

Designation of two historically black colleges 
for information science and training research 
under the U.S. Army’s Center of Excellence 


program 
Released July 1 


Fact sheet: 
Recent U.S.-Japan achievements on eco- 
nomic issues 


Transcript: 

Press briefing on the President’s visits to 
Warsaw, Munich, and Helsinki—by James A. 
Baker III, Secretary of State 


Transcript: 

Press briefing on the President’s meeting 
with Prime Minister Kiichi Miyazawa of 
Japan—by Douglas Paal, Senior Director for 
Asian Affairs at the National Security Council 
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Press briefing on the President’s health care 
reform proposal—by Louis Sullivan, Sec- 
retary of Health and Human Services; Dr. 
Gail R. Wilensky, Deputy Assistant to the 


Administration of George Bush, 1992 


President for Policy Development; and Stu- 
art Gerson, Assistant Attorney General 
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of New York 
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Illinois 
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H.J. Res. 470 / Public Law 102-309 
To designate the month of September 1992 
as “National Spina Bifida Awareness Month” 
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To provide a 4-month extension of the transi- 
tion rule for — capitalization of savings 
associations’ subsidiaries 
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International Peacekeeping Act of 1992 


H.R. 3041 / Public Law 102-312 

To designate the Federal building located at 
1520 Market Street, St. Louis, Missouri, as 
the “L. Douglas Abram Federal Building” 


H.R. 2818 / Public Law 102-313 

To designate the Federal building located at 
78 Center Street in Pittsfield, Massachusetts, 
as the “Silvio O. Conte Federal Building”, 
and for other purposes 





Administration of George Bush, 1992 


H.R. 3711 / Public Law 102-314 
WIC Farmers’ Market Nutrition Act of 1992 


H.J. Res. 499 / Public Law 102-315 
Designating July 2, 1992, as “National Lit- 
eracy Day” 


H.J. Res. 509 / Public 102-316 

To extend through September 30, 1992, the 
period in which there remains available for 
obligation certain amounts appropriated for 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs for the school 
operations costs of Bureau-funded schools 


1211 


§. 2901 / Public Law 102-317 

To direct the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services to extend the waiver grant- 
ed to the Tennessee Primary Care Network 
of the enrollment mix requirement under the 
medicaid program 


Approved July 3 


H.R. 5260 / Public Law 102-318 
Unemployment Compensation Amendments 
of 1992 
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